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Can Students Be Compelled To Stand For 
Another Country's Anthem? 


According to WorldNetDaily.com, a student was 
reprimanded for not standing during the Mexican National 
Anthem during a school assembly. Wonder if the ACLU 
will step forward to defend his rights. 

More importantly, if one cannot compel Jehovah 
Witnesses to say the Pledge Of Allegiance or make atheists 
bow their heads for a moment of prayer, on what grounds 
can a school demand students stand and render homage to a 
nation to which the students are not bound and owe no 
loyalty? 

Could a school with a significant Arab or Palestinian 
population demand Jewish students pay tribute to portraits 
of Yasir Arafat or the Ayatollah Khomeni? 

As an arm of the government, the public schools exist to 
promote the interests of American society and the citizens 
of the United States, not those of every other nation upon 
the face of the earth. 

The primary mission of these places of what used to be 
called learning was at one time to inoculate into the minds 
of students a love and appreciation of American things. 

From the "Jaywalking" segments on The Tonight Show 
and similar bits on Fox New, are the schools even imparting 
this most rudimentary of civic knowledge anymore? 

Many American students can't even name our national 
anthem? 

If not, then most certainly time should not be diverted 
promoting ideals of foreign lands and cultures when the 
ones around which life ought to be organized here are being 
so neglected. 


Those whose hearts are elsewhere are always free to 
return to their places of origin if they find our way of life all 
that odious. 

After all, they are the ones that came here in the first 
place and not vice versa. 

One does not go into someone else's home, claim a room, 
and then expect the host to change his entire routine just to 
suit the uninvited guest. 


Looters Should Be Shot 


In one captivating scene of Stephen Spielberg’s “War Of 
The Worlds”, a frenzied mob besieges a minivan until the 
character played by Tom Cruise relinquishes control of it 
with the drama heightened by a few brief moments of 
whether or not his pre-adolescent daughter was going to be 
part of the spoils. As someone that projects certain cultural 
and social trends into the future, the scenario reminded me 
of what would likely happen should an incident of 
overwhelming destruction ever occur within the United 
States. 

Those with limited imaginations will brush it all aside 
and say such anarchy could never happen here. And under 
optimal circumstances, I would never have proof one way 
or the other as to the veracity of my sociological 
postulations regarding these matters. Unfortunately in the 
aftermath of Hurricane Katrina, it seems I didn’t have to 
wait too long for a far off tragedy to receive confirmation. 

Before the flood waters even had the opportunity to 
recede from this contemporary Atlantis, a wave of human 
scum far more deliberately malevolent than anything found 
in the forces of nature washed over the sunken city. For 


while most of the residents of the Gulf Coast were no doubt 
awed and humbled by the circumstances into which they 
were thrust, others less noble in bearing decided to exhibit 
behaviors proving they were barely worthy of membership 
among the ranks of civilized men. For instead of aiding 
their neighbors in a time of overwhelming need, they 
decided to prey upon them like common leeches. 

Somehow thinking the laws of God and man no longer 
applied to them, these human rats descended on the 
remaining retail establishments of the city to conduct acts of 
unauthorized commerce outside the bounds of legal 
propriety. In other words for those with the same 
diminished reasoning capacities as those engaged in this 
pillage, old fashioned looting. 

Those given over to the sunshine and moonbeam view of 
reality will whine but these people were only trying to 
provide for their families. Think so, do you? 

Well, according to an Associated Press account titled, 
“Looting Begins In New Orleans”, these vandals had excess 
clothing and jewelry among their booty. Other reports 
claimed looters made off with televisions. 

Now there is no kind of sob story that could possibly 
justify stealing a television in such a time of crisis. Much 
of that area won’t even have electricity for much of the 
foreseeable future. 

As much as these criminals enrage law-abiding citizens, 
even more irritating are those justifying these social 
pathologies or that this human debris should not be dealt 
with with the strictest of responses. 

In response to initial reports of looting, WMAL 
personality Chris Core suggested correctly that law 
enforcement in either the form of the police or national 


guard should shoot those refusing to desist in their acts of 
outright pillage. From the limp-wristed responses from a 
number of callers, it is safe to assume that these naive saps 
would have rather seen this radio personality tossed into the 
slammer rather than these darling looters. 

Those wanting to go easy on the looters claimed that the 
items pillaged were only material items and not of equal 
value to a human life. But frankly, these things, especially 
beyond a day's worth or so of food, are not for these people 
to take. Would those making such grandiose proclamations 
about the brotherhood of man feel so magnanimous if it 
happened to be their possession and heirlooms being rifled 
through; would Celine Dyon get so worked up insisting 
these people get to touch these things if the things to be 
touched belonged to her? 

Early on before all hell broke lose, Governor Blanco 
insisted that law enforcement personnel could not be 
diverted from rescue operations to protect what she 
dismissed as mere property. One wonders if she would 
have started off with the same anthropocentric sentiments if 
the pillagers had laid siege to the state house or governor’s 
mansion. 

Those advocating an each according to his ability, each 
according to his need approach to disaster survival fail to 
realize that this failure to respect property is the first step 
down the path to devaluing someone else’s life all together. 
For just a short time after hearing about the looting of stores 
and such, reports started rolling in about shots being taken 
at rescue copters and rapists indulging their basest desires. 
Such acts certainly have a lot to do with survival, don’t 
they? 

I guess these humanitarians wouldn’t want these 


scumbags shot either. Bet the wives of these spineless 
cowards feel safe and protected, but I guess women that 
wed such girlie men pretty much get what they deserve. 


New Bond Makes Big To-Do Over Dislike Of 
Guns: Why Should We Even Care? 


It has been reported that Daniel Crag, the actor slated to 
assume the role of James Bond, does not like guns. 

And why do we need to know or even care about this? 
Frankly, those that are going to see the new James Bond 
movie are going to see the exploits of the famed super spy 
and are not going to see the film in order to support the 
radical politics of some messily actor few have even heard 
of before now. 

James Earl Jones doesn’t wear a black cape, a space 
helmet, or breathe through a respirator either. I doubt 
Anthony Hopkins was really all that much into cannibalism. 
That’s why it’s called acting. 

Since Mr. Crag has spoken out against 007’s propensity 
towards violence but not the spy’s tendency towards 
promiscuity, does that mean he has no problem with 
womanizing? Shouldn’t he be as uncomfortable being 
around such lustfully named dames as Pussy Galore, Honey 
Ryder, and Molly Warmflesh? 

If firearms bother Crag that much, perhaps he should 
stand by his principles and forgo his place in cinematic 
history. 

Just because James Bond uses a gun in his line of work 
does not necessarily mean the character is some kind of gun 
nut. It’s kind of a job requirement. 

Compromise and appeals to universal brotherhood hardly 


work with scoundrels such as Scaramanga, Ernst Blofeld, or 
Oddjob. Thankfully, despite their outlandish plots and 
gadgets, the Bond films are realistic enough to realize girlie 
men are not going to save the day with wimpy protestations 
in favor of disarmament and pacifism. 


Diversity Advocate Proposes Eliminating The 
White Race 


If not for C-SPAN's unflinching eye, it is possible the 
broader public would not have heard much about a Black 
radical that called for the elimination of the White race at a 
telecast academic confab. 

Even in other press accounts, one is not told at what kind 
of event the comments were enunciated. Instead the forum 
is euphemistically referred to as "a conference at Howard 
University". 

Only at more conservative media outlets such as 
WorldNetDaily.com did we learn of the event's true name, 
"The Pro-Black Media Forum". 

Makes you wonder if this Black supremacist conclave is 
sincerely sorry over these comments or merely regrets they 
got caught. Event organizers verbally distanced themselves 
from the comments, but such malicious invective is often 
common discourse at these kinds of events. 

Wonder if Prime Time Live will dedicate a segment to 
exposing this mental poison like they did of those 
disturbing Nazi singers, of whom Matt Drudge thought the 
worst thing about them was apparently their desire to 
remain White. One would have thought the admiration of 
these twins for Adolf Hitler and Rudolph Hesse and dancing 
around the swastika would have been far more shocking 


than an innate human desire to preserve one's ethnic 
heritage --- like all other things good when pursued in 
moderation ---- that is apparently proper now for every 
group except Caucasians. 


Makes You Almost Want To Say Some Women 
Get What They Deserve 


Despite nearly being killed by her boyfriend, country 
singer Mindy McCready insists she still loves the scumbag. 

This misguided sentiment runs so deep that she became 
with child well after the incident of abuse. She insists this 
was unintentional, of course. 

This must mean she became pregnant after eating a 
watermelon seed or something was in the water because one 
does not become impregnated unexpectedly unless she 
wants to file charges of rape. Or perhaps, her man is so 
oozing with testosterone that, besides his bestial rages, he 
can have the impact in question from clear across a room 
without even touching a woman. 

Since she is not bound by matrimony to this human 
detritus, there is nothing keeping her in this situation. Given 
her fame and fortune, she is perfectly free to leave 
whenever she wants. Given her celebrity status, it is well 
within the scope of her resources to acquire someone else 
slightly used like herself with a more amicable disposition. 
It’s not like she is dependent upon him as her only means of 
support. 

Maybe if people these days did not rush to play house 
before they barely know one another, maybe there would be 
fewer disturbing incidents such as the one she spilled her 
innards about on Oprah Winfrey. Studies indicate couples 


shacked up and living in sin are more likely to have 
disputes escalating to physical violence than couples that 
have solemnized their love for one another before God and 
man through the binding act of marriage. But in this day of 
escalating cohabitation and out of wedlock births setting 
new records, I will probably find many so-called Christians 
and Conservatives who probably have fewer problems with 
this sign of obvious social decay than letting their kids go 
Trick-Or-Treating. 

An old saying goes, “Fool me once, shame on you. Fool 
me twice, shame on me.” Given what she knows of her 
beau’s temperament, should such a mishap ever again befall 
the couple, though Prince Charming should be held 
accountable for his crimes, in the ultimate sense Miss 
McCready has no one to blame but herself and deserves not 
one ounce of public sympathy. 


Never Too Late To Learn Of The Threats Schools 
Pose To Property Rights 


With all the coverage of grandiose tragedies as of late 
caused by the hurricanes, less attention has been paid this 
year to the regular back to school festivities. However, it is 
at such times of mass distraction that the abridgments of 
liberty pose the greatest threat. This is especially true of the 
mundane bureaucracies that govern much of every day life 
but are not very exciting in and of themselves such as the 
public schools. 

One annual ritual that connects one generation with the 
next is the subdued sense of joy that comes each year when 
parents and children go to acquire the supplies needed for 
the pending academic term. A less enjoyable accretion to 
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this rite of passage is the additional practice of various 
schools staking a claim to this educational paraphernalia in 
the name of the community. 

As there are as many ways to commemorate special 
occasions as there are families, despite the desire of radical 
educators to turn out students of a uniform communitarian 
mindset, each school goes about the homogenization of 
property ironically in its own individual manner. 

Some such as Jennie Reed Elementary School in Tacoma, 
Washington are rather open about their intentions to pilfer 
school supplies from their students. In doing research for 
this annual column, I came across the school’s 2004/2005 
list on the Internet with the following proviso tacked on in 
the bottom left corner of the page: “Also, all supplies are 
considered communal supplies and considered a donation to 
your child’s classroom.” 

Thing is, such a bellicose proclamation can only be 
implemented is students are willing to abide by it. Thus, 
skilled parents could possibly get around the decree by 
instilling in the minds of their children that, while they must 
be respectful towards their teachers, respect only extends so 
far. Ultimate loyalty in terrestrial matters must always be 
towards the parents who insist that under no circumstances 
should little Billy or Sally turn their crayons over to school 
personnel. 

However, some blackboard Bolsheviks have themselves 
found a way around the need for students to assent to 
having their supplies confiscated in the name of the 
classroom. After all, why bother asking when you can just 
take what you want for the alleged good of the group? 

According to one blog I came across, one mother writes 
that her son came home the first day of second grade and 
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told her that the teacher had rummaged through the 
students’ knapsacks during recess and pillaged the contents. 
Educrats can make all the arguments they want about the 
need to ransack student satchels in pursuit of drugs, 
weapons, or whatever other excuse they wish to invoke in 
the name of homeland security in order to squelch 
opposition to such abridgments of civil liberties. However, 
school authorities have no right whatsoever to take items 
from the students possession that are in no way illegal and 
are necessary to fulfill normal school activities. 

In the eyes of the law, which the slayers of Terri Schiavo 
insist must be upheld at all costs to the letter regardless of 
what we think about it, isn’t the taking of property without 
permission or awareness of the owner theft? And if 
students were caught taking things out of the teacher’s 
purse or desk, wouldn’t they be banished from the 
schoolhouse, remanded to the local constabulary, or both? 

Why shouldn’t the same befall these pedagogues 
schooled in the art of five finger discount? And if those in 
authority are not going to be kept in line when it comes to 
the little things like school supplies, where will the 
voracious appetite of the state end? In light of the Kelo 
ruling, these Bolsheviks already think it’s within their 
purview to seize your home. 

The American people had better wake up since there is 
little else left to take. Too bad some student didn’t have a 
mouse trap waiting to smack the fingers of those unable to 
keep their fingers from doing the walking. That would have 
been an interesting story on the evening news. 

Reflecting upon the innate response children exhibit to 
having their possessions wrenched from their tiny hands, 
one teacher snottily remarked in the Winchester Star that 
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“little children often get upset when they learn that the 
crayons and washable markers they so carefully picked out 
will be shared by the whole class.” How would this old 
marm like to show up to work and learn from here on out 
all of the automobiles owned by the teachers would be 
placed in a common motor pool since not everyone can 
afford the same quality of transportation. 

“Ridiculous!”, the preconditioned liberal will snap. 
“Cars and pencil boxes are totally different.” And though 
the only thing the two objects have in common will be their 
size (if the likes of Al Gore has his way) in the mind of the 
adult, is not the pencil box in the mind of the child as 
important in teaching the lessons and pride that derive from 
that nearly sacred four letter word “mine”? 

It takes a lot of brainwashing at the hands of educators to 
keep a smile on your face while your stuff is being snatched 
from you so everybody but you gets to use it. That is why 
the communalists find it imperative to begin their 
conspiracy of mass redistribution so early in the life of the 
proper member of the community. 


Christian Author Tackles Moral Tale Set On 
Ethically Turbulent Seas: A Review Of The Mind 
Siege Project By Tim LaHaye 


In proclaiming truth, Christian apologist Ravi Zacharias 
has suggested that the principles and concepts postulated on 
the level of more formalized expressions of thought must 
often be exhibited in a more literary or artistic manner in 
order to permeate the broader popular culture. Tim LaHaye 
attempts to accomplish this by taking the ideas he first 
elaborated in Mind Siege: The Battle For Truth and 
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translating them into the novel The Mind Siege Project. 

In The Mind Siege Project, a group of high school social 
studies students set on a boat trip on the Chesapeake Bay 
for a lesson in diversity and moral relativism. The class 
ends up learning that these ideas have dire consequences 
not considered in the more sedate setting of academic 
discussion. 

Readers will be both amused and irritated at the 
hypocritical nature of contemporary understandings of 
tolerance as exposed by LaHaye and coauthor Bob Demoss. 
The shortcomings of this widespread ideology are laid bare 
in the group sessions where the facilitator sponsoring the 
field trip in the name of diversity upholds the rights of the 
individual when it comes to abortion but flat-out tells a 
student whose missionary parents were murdered overseas 
that they more or less got what they deserved. 

The incoherence of the relativistic lifestyle is further 
brought home when a student is critically injured when she 
decides she is her own determinant of right and wrong by 
violating specific rules of safety set down ironically by the 
very teacher postulating rules do not exist. 

Unlike LaHaye’s other literary undertakings such as Left 
Behind that deal with grand cosmic events pertaining to the 
end of the world over which the average person has little 
impact whatsoever one way or the other, The Mind Siege 
Project provides insight into the many mindsets and 
perspectives one is likely to encounter in an academic 
setting or the workplace. Furthermore, LaHaye and 
Demoss are to be commended for their sympathetic 
portrayal of the spiritual struggle the Christian faces in 
walking the line between desiring the acceptance of one’s 
peers and the obligation to take a stand for the Lord without 
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regard for the impact upon one’s own popularity for doing 
SO. 

However, the authors do go overboard in this tale of 
adventure set on the high seas in insinuating it is somehow 
a Christian’s obligation to donate bodily organs to people 
little more than strangers or at best mere acquaintances. 
Such is not really a moral claim one can propagate as an 
ethical imperative to impose upon the remainder of the 
Christian community unless one has, shall we say, already 
given of themselves in this manner. How many kidneys 
have you given away, Dr. LaHaye? 

From The Mind Siege Project, readers will take away the 
lesson that not everyone is always as they appear to be and 
that it’s not always the quiet people you have to be leery of. 


Airlines Assume Men Are Pedophiles 


According to CNSNews.com, a number of New Zealand 
airlines will not allow unaccompanied children to sit next to 
men on flights. 

It is claimed such a policy prevents the danger of 
potential molestation. 

In light of the increasing number of female teachers that 
can't seem to keep their pants on around their students, 
shouldn’t women be treated in a similar manner? 

The real threat to children are the parents that let their 
little ones saunter across the country and around the globe 
unchaperoned. 

So instead of treating innocent passengers as deviants, 
perhaps regulations should be promulgated forbidding 
children from flying unattended. 

But then again such rules would impinge upon the single 


15 


parent and other related rackets that insist it is everybody's 
responsibility but their own to look out for the best interests 
of their progeny. 


"Your Papers Please": American Cities On The 
Verge Of Becoming Police States 


Miami Police have announced plans to conduct what they 
are calling "high profile ID sweeps" where they intend to 
check the identification of everyone entering a public 
building. 

Officials claim in doing so, no one's rights are being 
violated. But what if one does not want to show police their 
driver's license or happened to have forgotten to bring it 
with them that day? 

If one refuses to participate by suddenly getting out of 
line and not entering the building, will that now be deemed 
enough probable cause to get maced in the face and a billy- 
club across the back of the knees? 

And what if authorities deny citizens access to food in 
supermarkets, to buy and sell as alluded to in Revelation 13, 
unless they comply with draconian identification measures? 

Unlike a roadside stop, one does not need government 
authorization to perambulate down the sidewalk. It's called 
a DRIVER'S LICENSE, not an authorization to leave your 
house permit. 

Furthermore, does this really do anything to stop 
terrorism? For if someone is a suicide bomber, it might 
prevent them from taking out their intended target in its 
entirety, but you are still going to make headlines on the 
evening news if you take out the fuzz blocking the door 
instead. 


In the case of a patriotic woman likened to a new Rosa 
Parks detained for refusing to show her ID to Federal 
Protective Service operatives while riding on a bus on her 
way to work through the Lakewood Federal Center in 
Colorado, authorities contend that they do not compare 
these documents against any watch-list or compile them 
into a database. Then why even bother since you are 
obviously not conducting surveillance? 

Spokesmen at the Lakewood Center argue the measure is 
necessary in light of the Oklahoma City Bombing. If we 
are going to hold to the narrative that McVeigh and Nickels 
acted alone, I hate to break it to the Keystone Cops, but 
these scumbags weren't on a bus. 

And what of illegals caught up in the sweep of this 
dragnet? Are they going to be deported as they should be, 
or is this simply yet another tactic to curtail the movements 
and liberties of actual Americans? 

Though he does not carry much weight among ruling 
elites since he is a dead White male sympathetic to 
Christianity, Benjamin Franklin said, "They that can give up 
essential liberty to obtain a little temporary safety deserve 
neither liberty nor safety." 

Those already conditioned to be good little collectivists 
will whine, "What do you have to hide that you can't show 
your ID?" If that is the case, then what line of reasoning are 
you going to invoke when government security agencies 
insist that cameras and recording devices must be placed in 
every home; after all, if you haven't done anything wrong, 
what do you have to hide? 

The Deputy Chief of Police told the Associated Press that 
the purpose of this operation was for its "shock and awe." 
Thus, in other words, it is simply yet another method of 
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transforming the American people into a pack of lemmings 
that have been brainwashed to do exactly whatever their 
masters in the New World Order command of them. 

In the classic sci-fi/espionage drama The Prisoner. the 
protagonist declares in light of overwhelming bureaucracy, 
“I will not be pushed, filed, stamped, indexed, briefed, 
debriefed or numbered. My life is my own.” The issue of 
compulsory identification is not so much about who you are 
but about to whom your life ultimately belongs. 


Is Joel Osteen’s Wife A Champion Of Liberty Or 
Just Plain Bossy? 


According to the Associated Press, the wife of 
televangelist Joel Osteen was asked to leave a plane before 
take-off for failing to comply with a flight attendant's 
instructions. 

But since little has been released as to the nature of the 
dispute, one has to reserve judgment as to whom was in the 
right or wrong since, given the authoritarian nature of 
contemporary airline passenger management, Mrs. Osteen 
might have very well had a valid point. 

Frankly, one is better off staying home than jumping 
through all the hoops like cattle going to slaughter set up in 
order to be deemed fit in order to fly. Too bad the feds are 
not as fastidious about interdicting transborder vagrancy as 
they are about refusing to let airline passengers emptying 
their bladders before permitted times. 

Yet given her status, I wonder if she would have merely 
been let go if she had been the wife of a less renowned 
clergyman or instead locked away in violation of the Patriot 
Act or related legal whatnot without a trial or other niceties 
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of procedural jurisprudence. 

Wonder if hubby Joel will give his woman a stern lecture 
as to her attitude. He is, after all, in orbit around the 
charismatic brand of Norman Vincent Pealism with its 
name-it-claim, you-create-your-own-reality style of 
Christianity and seems to indicate in many of his sermons 
there is nothing a big smile won‘t cure. 


Secularists Once Again Call For The Suppression 
Of Knowledge 


Since the 1920’s or thereabouts, secularists have invoked 
the imagery of the Scopes Monkey Trial as evidence that 
conservative Evangelicals are bent on suppressing 
knowledge in the realms of science and literature. 

Most following the news are no doubt aware of the 
ongoing angst on the part of unbelievers and Modernists 
regarding the propriety of introducing Intelligent Design 
into the Biology classroom. In eyes of such skeptics, 
suggesting anything but the materialist hypothesis (itself a 
faith-based assumption) diminishes the rigor of so-called 
scientific education. Instead, they suggest such ideas 
should be considered as part of the Social Studies or 
Humanities curriculum if considered at all academically. 

Yet such gestures of enlightened magnanimous 
compromise are little more than a canard. For when it 
becomes time to examine the metaphysical issues within 
what liberals previously promoted as the appropriate venue 
for such a discussion, they then cry Separation of Church 
and State. Thus, what they really want is a monopoly on 
the perspective taught across all of public education. 

As could be expected, Americans United For The 
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Separation Of Church And State has demanded that the 
State of Florida alter an essay contest that encourages 
students to submit their reaction to The Lion, The Witch, & 
The Wardrobe by C.S. Lewis. The Humanist front group 
contends some students might be offended by a work that 
has often been interpreted as a Christian allegory. The 
agitators suggest alternative titles should be made available 
for students to select from. 

One wonders if the Lynnites would be as prompt about 
coming to the defense of students that did not want to read 
Harry Potter or other works of literature even more 
salacious in their content. Interesting when it comes to the 
boy wizard the important thing is that Miss Rowling gets 
the kids to read. Shouldn’t this be the same attitude towards 
Professor Lewis among those that insist we have nothing to 
fear from books? 

No doubt had the White Witch been the hero of the story 
rather than the villain, those sympathetic to Wicca and the 
Dark Arts would have no problem with the novel. The 
thing about contemporary liberals is not so much that they 
oppose spirituality in the classroom but rather merely 
traditional forms of it. 

Neither do these liberals support the principles of 
individual mental autonomy to the extent that they claim. 
Where were they when the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals 
essentially ruled parents have no constitutional right to 
protect their elementary-age children from perverts 
masquerading as educators asking these little ones all kinds 
of questions even an adult would be embarrassed to answer 
and to which no agent of the government has a right to 
know their answers. 

These sensitive liberals whine students not wanting to 
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read the book do not have an alternative to choose from if 
they still want to participate in the contest. Any other time 
these advocates of radical tolerance and inclusion insist that 
in a pluralistic society the upstanding member of the 
community has an obligation to subject oneself to ideas one 
might otherwise find objectionable. 

So if students have to be subjected to putting condoms on 
cucumbers for their own good, then how are they going to 
be harmed by a novel about a talking lion? Makes you 
wonder what they are so afraid of. 

All the fuss causes the critically minded to speculate if 
it’s for the sake of the children or rather about something 
else the hypertolerant malcontents themselves do not want 
to confront. A child not belonging to the Christian faith is 
not going to necessarily pick up on any Christian motifs 
Lewis might have incorporated into the text. 

To pick up on any parallels, one would already have to be 
familiar with Christian doctrine. Thus to be offended by 
Aslan as a perceived Christ-figure is to have a problem with 
an intellect more formidable than even that of C.S. Lewis, 
namely God Himself. 

Adherents of absolutist relativism will contend it is not 
the place of educators to convert students to any particular 
set of religious ideas. Funny, public educators don’t mind 
using the persuasive powers of the classroom as to 
influence the choices pupils make regarding viewpoints on 
issues such as homosexuality, abortion, and the origins of 
the universe. If no set of ideas is better than any other and 
parents are usually seen as being too stupid to decide what 
is in the best interests of their children, what’s the big deal 
if a child switches to Christianity if all paths to God or 
whatever else you happen to see as the supreme universal 
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truth or lack there of really are equal? 

In Lewis’ novel, it is revealed that the White Witch has 
placed a curse on the Land Of Narnia so it is always winter 
but never Christmas. With the lust of liberals to remove all 
vestiges of Christianity from Western culture, my guess is 
that they hate this book because Lewis just hit too close to 
home. 


Developers Conspire To Confiscate Property 
From New Orleans Residents 


As usual, the mantra of tyranny in this instance is 
"sustainability" and "isolation". 

As I figured, the poor souls that have lost everything in 
the Katrina tragedy will now have what little remains taken 
away for the sake of the elites. 

There are plans to finagle away property at only 60% of 
its actual value, but even if 100 times the market value was 
offered, that is not the point. 

If one really wants to lay the foundation of a new New 
Orleans, why not raze Bourbon Street notorious for its 
debauchery and devil worship? 

So what if those that want to move back are isolated? It is 
their property. 

One person to be commended shouted out at a hearing, 
"I'm ready to rebuild, and I'm not letting you take mine. I'm 
going to fight, whatever it takes, to rebuild my property. It's 
going to be baby Iraq for Joe Canizaro." 

Seems this next battle of New Orleans could be the shot 
heard round the world in the ongoing war for the property 
rights of all Americans. 
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Multiculturalists Refuse To Feed Homeless 


Normally, liberals and other assorted leftists love to make 
a display about how much they care for the indigent. 
However, it seems now in France such gestures of goodwill 
are only acceptable if the meals appeal to the dietary 
peculiarities of every immigrant falling off the boat. 

Groups linked to the "extreme right" in France are 
offering pork soup to their countrymen needing a helping 
hand. Since certain religious groups don't consume pig 
products --- particularly Muslims --- the eleemosynary is 
being denounced as "racist". 

However, the charities point out the soup is being offered 
to anyone that wants it. If Muslims decide to decline the 
offer, that is their choice. 

It is bad enough that governments of the West are 
allowing their borders to be overrun by alien cultures and 
belief systems. Now we are being told what kind of charity 
we are to extend to those we might decide to take pity on. 

Where will this all end? Will we be forced to give booze 
to a panhandling drunk on the street corner who refuses a 
cup of coffee? 

It is nearly unprecedented in the annals of history for the 
people of a nation to be compelled by their own government 
to finance their own takeover and ultimate demise. 
According to the account, police surrounded these 
volunteers and confiscated their pottage. Ashame law 
enforcement is not as vigilant about interdicting the 
immigrants before the border is breached. 

If this rabble can't eat pork for fear of disobeying God 
but has no problem rioting, rampaging and murdering, 
perhaps the only charity they deserve is none whatsoever. 
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They can either eat what the good people of France are 
willing to feed them or they can starve if they are unwilling 
to provide for themselves. 


Credit Union To Launder Money For Illegals? 


Interesting how when Americans go to place money in an 
account of an established financial institution, one has to 
produce multiple forms of identification such as driving 
permits, social security numbers, and credit cards. 

Withdrawing these funds is an even greater ordeal . Not 
only does one have to produce the collection of ID's. One is 
also burdened with the additional responsibility of having to 
justify why one desires to take repossession of one's own 
money. And if one wishes to extract more than an arbitrary 
limited amount, Big Brother is informed that one is doing 
SO. 

However, a new credit union is opening in Washington, 
DC for the purposes of serving the area’s expanding 
population of illegal aliens. This raises a number of issues 
and questions. 

Foremost, will the individuals utilizing the service and 
those providing it be subject to the same kind of 
identification requirements imposed upon actual Americans 
since it is stated in the story how applicants will be 
permitted to use foreign identification? Interesting how this 
will be allowed when American's have to submit to 
everything just short of a rectal exam (and it was predicted 
on the animated comedy Futurama that down the road one 
would be required to have a “colonic map” on file) in the 
name of homeland security and preventing terrorism. But if 
one happens to be from one of the protected groups more 
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prone to commit subversion one is granted a waver in these 
matters. 

Secondly, this credit union is being marketed to appeal to 
Hispanics. Would regulators allow for the establishment of 
a parallel institution that had no qualms about letting it be 
known that its founders preferred or only wanted Caucasian 
money”? 

Furthermore, isn't the definition of money laundering the 
funneling of illegal funds through legitimate businesses and 
organizations? 

Few Americans will have the courage to addresses these 
issues because of the torrents of criticism that inevitably 
follow from doing so. However, if valiant patriots do not do 
so soon, the precious heritage of citizenship will become 
virtually meaningless in the years to come as leftists 
conspire to ply their system of double standards where 
equality before the law will be abolished in favor of a 
system of racial spoils and set asides compelling all within 
such a domain to bow as peons of the elite. 


Radio Host Comes Close To Insinuating Young 
Women Should Be Kept Home & Pregnant 


While Kevin Swanson of Generations Radio and 
Christian Home Educators of Colorado should be 
commended for pointing out the sham of contemporary 
Feminism in his 2/27/06 broadcast, I am not so sure the 
answer lies at the other extreme that young women should 
be kept out of college and manipulated from young ages 
into being homemakers if that is not their own individual 
ambition. 

If there are no young children involved, why is it 
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anybody else's business what decision a young woman 
makes in regards to family or career? 

Isn't that one of the reasons we are told we are waging 
the war in Afghanistan? 

This is an issue where both radical Feminist and pious 
cleric should each mind their own affairs. 

Just because a young gal gets a job outside the home it 
does not follow she will become a harlot standing on a 
street corner or ravished by a Viagra-maddened supervisor. 

While the idea of the family as a unit thumping their 
noses at the world does have a certain appeal to it, what is a 
young person to do when their interests do not mesh with 
those of their other loved ones? 

For example, what if a bookish child is born to a family 
of practically-minded people skilled in their own way for 
the tasks to which the Lord has called them but who have 
no interest in more studious matters? Is such a young 
scholar --- either male or female --- to be sentenced to a life 
of alienation and chastisement for being uniquely talented? 

Maybe while we are at it, perhaps we should promulgate 
some pious decree or institute a caste system along the lines 
of a Medieval guild stipulating that from this day forward 
one shall forever toil in the craft of their forbearers. Can't 
have those uppity peasant types getting too much book 
learning and threatening to upset the balance of power, now 
can we? 

Those finding fulfillment in the social setting Swanson 
applauds in this interview should be allowed to continue in 
it unmolested by government social welfare operatives. 
However, that said, neither should proponents of it turn 
around and lambaste from pulpit or behind microphone 
those living in a more contemporary (though as earnestly 
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devout manner) by lavishing undue admiration upon those 
adhering to standards not necessarily mandated for every 
individual in every instance in the pages of Scripture. 

Discerning Christians need to be warned of the 
increasing trend among many of their ecclesiastical brethren 
propagating the deception that if one has not wed and bred 
by their early 20's, one is somehow outside the will of God. 

Christ never married and it has been speculated neither 
was Paul. Isaac did not marry until his forties. 

But I guess these Christian leaders are so much wiser 
than these figures nowadays and capable of speaking for all 
in matters where even the Lord Himself remains silent and 
grants a degree of freedom to His beloved children. 


White House To Measure Sewer Piss To 
Determine Levels Of Drug Use 


Those more concerned about feigned gentility than the 
loss of human liberty will probably be offended by my 
earthy language. But the term is used in the King James 
Bible so I am going to use it here. 

Rather, such offense should be directed towards those in 
government no longer viewing American citizens as free 
people but rather as one massive prison population to be 
corralled, monitored, and experimented upon. 

All in the name of monitoring drug use (the old for the 
sake of the children argument), the Bush Administration has 
launched a program to measure the levels of cocaine 
byproducts in the wastewater around the Potomac River 
Basin. According to the Washington Post as of March 27, 
2006, thus far only Fairfax County has received the results 
of its collective drug test. 
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The White House Office of National Drug Control Policy 
told the Post that other Metropolitan Area utilities were 
participating in the project but refused to name specific 
ones. You know, probably the old tired song and dance 
about homeland security and all that blather no doubt. Can’t 
impede that planned Patriot Act interdiction of illicit 
Sudafed use, now can we? 

Administration propagandists assure that the samples are 
taken solely for research purposes and not intended to 
single out specific localities. But as the technology 
continues to be refined, who is to say the results gathered 
could not be use to justify additional policy and 
enforcement measures? 

Janet C. Phelan of the Human Extermination Project, on 
the March 21 through 23, 2006 episodes of P.I.D. Radio, 
hypothesized classified public utility upgrades could be 
used by nefarious operatives to introduce poisons and 
substances to specific residences. If the engineering is now 
that sensitive as to direct where certain things can flow, 
could they just as easily monitor things flowing from the 
other direction? 

This is especially troubling in light of the lackadaisical 
response to the unsettling revelation that authorities were 
monitoring the most basic way each and everyone one of 
us, to use popular socialist platitudes, gives back to the 
COMMUNITY, namely our personal contributions to the 
replenishment of the water supply. 

The chairman of the Fairfax County Board of 
Supervisors, like a good little Berlin Gauleiter, 
enthusiastically quipped in the Washington Post, ““We’re 
ready to do anything and everything we can do to eliminate 
illicit drug use.” 
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Just how far are we willing to take “anything” and 
“everything? Those words are quite all-encompassing. Of 
course, more careful monitoring of the border is 
automatically off the table since it is our duty to be 
compliant little one-worlders. 

With refined sensors, one could place these devices at 
various intervals in neighborhoods and housing 
developments to monitor the flow of controlled substances 
in and out of neighborhoods. When amounts are detected, 
alarms could be set off alerting law enforcement personnel 
to cordon off specific communities and conduct searches 
house to house in search of drugs with all the tasering of 
bodies, the ransacking of drawers, and the looting of 
property such actions usually entail. 

In light of the recent backlash against the Kelo ruling 
authorizing piracy against private property against the will 
of homeowners, an expansion of community drug 
monitoring could render any legislation or Constitutional 
amendments that might diminish the impact of this 
miscarriage of justice as impotent as a chronic steroid 
abuser. Developers and assorted community planners would 
merely have to produce the statistical proof that drugs are 
being used in a particular grouping of structures in order to 
justify bringing urban renewal to blighted communities. 

And the homeowner won’t even have to be compensated. 
Under assorted asset forfeiture scenarios, you can end up 
losing your property even if proven you are not guilty of a 
crime yourself. 

Those whose innocent minds are mired in a more 
wholesome era and until now been privileged to ramble 
down life’s road in a state of blissful ignorance will ask, 
“But how can an innocent individual be punished?” That 
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response will be enough to get one sent for reeducation in 
the era dawning before us. 

For you see, the above query is based on the assumption 
of an individual being innocent. My friends, the era of the 
individual as the font of moral concern and reflection is 
coming to an end. 

Instead, you are merely a component of a much larger 
group or entity popularly referred to in the discourse and 
literature as the COMMUNITY. Already, since one is now 
rewarded on the basis of what groups one happens to belong 
to without merit of achievement or character as in the case 
of affirmative action and the like, it won’t be long until 
society reverts back to the inimical practice of punishing 
people collectively like an old hag school marm canceling 
recess on a beautiful spring day for the entire class because 
one or two whelps talk out of turn. 

Have drugs been detected in your neighborhood sewer? 
Fine, you forfeit the domicile you reside in (note I did not 
say “own” as that denotes individuality) as pursuant to the 
association agreement you signed in order to enjoy the 
privilege (note not a right) of living in a particular area. 

Entire undesirable populations could be easily moved 
around in the name of drug prevention all with the wave of 
the bureaucrat’s pen. Why stop with drugs and urine? 

Too much fatty stool pulsing through the sewer pipes? In 
the name of preventing obesity and heart disease, sector 6 is 
hereby sentenced to eat nothing but beansprouts and tofu 
for the next month or (even worse) forced to participate in 
community calisthenics. 

Many frightened by the plague of drugs will argue that 
we must relinquish still more of our liberties to bring an end 
to this crisis. However, it must be remembered that the 
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most dangerous narcotic of all is none other than unbridled 
power. 


Camouflage Deemed Racist 


A Colorado school has banned camouflage as well as 
other assorted patriotic paraphernalia on the grounds that 
such raiment represents a divisive brand of patriotism 
(meaning any variety that does not support the sublimation 
of the United States into the New World Order) and thus 
presents a potential threat to public safety. In a similar 
decision in San Diego, a school there has banned the flag as 
well as red, white, and blue clothing. 

It is about time people remembered just what country this 
is. If Old Glory offends you that much, you should have 
never come here in the first place. Maybe students can find 
happiness and prosperity back in the geographic trash-piles 
they fled from but from which they continue to derive their 
sense of pride and identity. 

Just how far does promulgating regulations about 
clothing in the name of harmony at the expense of 
individuality extend? If skinheads don't like the Jewish kids 
wearing yarmulkes, are school administrators going to make 
students remove those? 

And what about the towel heads? Technically, some will 
argue, there is nothing in Koranic Islam compelling women 
to wear headscarves. If these immigrants are to be granted 
a cultural, non-religious exception, what if another student’s 
cultural expression supports the wearing of camouflage as is 
the custom for young males in certain Southern and rural 
areas? 

And though we are now heading into spring, what if a 
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student's winter coat was camouflage as is the case of one 
of my own? Is the school going to provide an alternative of 
the pupil’s choosing since school authorities should not 
have that much say over non-obscene items? 

In this era claiming to value racial intermingling and 
cohabitation above all else, one would think camouflage 
would represent the perfect coming together of the various 
shades of brown and other tones of the earth to represent a 
purposeful pattern. But no doubt the manly strength and 
independence alluded to by such garments is something the 
communalists running the nation's schools simply cannot 
countenance. 

I guess educators are going to have to find another mode 
of dress more in keeping with the worldview to which 
students are expected to aspire. Perhaps those little Mao 
suits once worn by the Chinese would be more appropriate. 
Better yet, maybe students should be forced to not wear 
anything at all since this would be in keeping with the 
notion prevalent throughout the organs of the totalist state 
that nothing is to be hidden from the COMMUNITY. 

I went to a private school where there were all kinds of 
silly rules about uniform and dress that were, to use a pun, 
far from uniformly enforced (especially if you happened to 
be one of the teacher's kids or from a family favored by the 
school administration). And even though the school was 
run by a church part of a denomination somewhat pacifist in 
nature, nothing was said if one wore a camouflage jacket to 
and from school. 

Things have certainly gotten so much better without 
school prayer and Christian values now, haven't they? 
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Words "Mother" & "Father" Barred From 
Spanish Birth Certificates 


There was once a Greek philosopher named Cratylus that 
refused to speak but rather wiggled his finger in response to 
a question because he believed things were in such a state 
of change and flux that by the time he responded the answer 
would be linguistically meaningless. 

In the postmodernist rush to abolish all traditional values, 
Spain's socialist government is removing the terms 
"Mother" and "Father" from birth certificates and replacing 
these titles with "Progenitor A" and "Progenitor B" in order 
to accommodate the legalization of gay marriage in that 
European nation. 

How they plan to circumvent biology, they have not yet 
announced. 

Surprisingly, lesbians are among the first to balk at the 
administrative change on the grounds that in Spanish the 
term for "progenitor" is inherently male in nature. 

I guess won't be long until those sensitive to the 
implications of hierarchy will be offended to the labeling of 
"A" and "B" since one would be listed before and thus 
above the other. 

If things continue down this path, eventually no one will 
be permitted to speak at all since to translate thought into 
words and speech is itself a form of auditory rape since the 
act of communication puts the recipient of the message in a 
submissive position as the recipient (can't use the word 
person since that would be speciesist) is then bound by 
semiotic conformity through such cognitive intrusion. 
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No Pleasing Some People: 
Liberal Jews Already Peeved At Mel Gibson's 
Plans To Accurately Depict The Holocaust 


Part of the complaint about Mel Gibson's pending 
miniseries depicting a Dutchman hiding his Jewish 
girlfriend from the Nazis is that the movie will portray 
Catholicism in a positive light. 

But doesn't everyone that puts forth a creative effort 
attempt to do this with their own respective viewpoint and 
worldview, even Jews? 

If we are now permitted to make snide remarks about the 
religious backgrounds of those making movies, haven't 
Jews been allowed to produce more than their fair share? 
Are similar criticisms going to be said about Spielberg's 
pending drama about the Munich incident at the 1972 
Olympics and its aftermath? 

While Jews bore the brunt of the evil during the time 
period to be depicted in Gibson's proposed film, I hate to 
break it to them, but they were not the only ones to suffer 
during that time or take heroic actions. 


Feminazis Plan Blitz Against Hundred Acre 
Woods: Is Christopher Robbin Too Much Of A 
White Male? 


When I dared criticize the remake of "The 
Honeymooners" for recasting the classic television program 
with a Black cast, I was condemned as "racist" and even 
banned from FreeRepublic.com. 

However, the film was such a flop that I don't even 
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remember seeing any previews for the movie and it was 
barely in the theaters for two weeks. So apparently most 
American's had similar feelings even if they dared not say 
so publicly. 

I guess I will get similar flack for drawing attention to 
Disney's plans to replace Christopher Robbin with a female 
human lead. 

But if Disney wants to take enlightened progressivism to 
its limit, why must the animals of the Hundred Acre Woods 
be shackled with human ownership all together? 

Furthermore, shouldn't Kanga toss Roo into a daycare 
center and forsake her calling as a mother for a career that 
takes her outside the home? 

Why don't they end the movie with a scene reminiscent 
of the French Revolution with Pooh and the gang standing 
gleefully over the decapitated heads of their human 
oppressors? 


Group Rates Television Shows Based On Color 
Of Actors 


Funny how all those eager to beat their chests as to how 
free of prejudice they are condemned me for daring to 
criticize the remake of the "Honeymooners" with a Black 
cast that was apparently so bad it barely made it into 
theaters. Obviously more Americans agreed with me than 
they are willing to admit. 

Yet this very same mindset favoring mandatory 
hyperintegration doesn't seem to mind taking a note as to 
what the ethnic background of those in the TV industry 
happen to be. 

If Blacks make up 10% or thereabouts of the population 
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does that mean they should only land 10% of TV roles or 
are advocates of racial agitation going to demand more than 
what would be reasonable based on their numbers? 
Likewise, if those of Asian background make up only 1% of 
the population, doesn't that mean they should make up only 
1% of TV characters? 

And what about the Spanish networks such as 
Telemundo? Are they going to be criticized for not 
featuring more English speaking actors? 

And is anyone going to muster the courage to point out 
the over-representation of Jews in the media or do we only 
do that when the observation happens to apply to average 
run-of-the-mill Caucasians? 

Seems we have seen this bad rerun before. When making 
a big deal of color benefits minorities you had better praise 
it from the rooftops; but when doing so benefits common 
White folks, you had better keep your mouth shut if you 
don't want to face the ideological firing squads of political 
correctness. 


Incomplete Examination Of The West’s Decline 


On the January 28, 2006 broadcast, the cast of 
Apologetics.com examined the decline of Western 
Civilization. However, they went a bit far in placing the 
blame on the decline of the West on those that have not had 
children (the Albert Mohler you are a sinner if you have not 
procreated doctrine). 

Yet I don't remember them bashing C.S. Lewis for not 
having any of his own. I guess there are to be two 
standards: one for the ruling elite and another for the 
breeding masses that need to produce soldiers for the 
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fatherland. Another complaint was fewer people were 
enlisting in the armed forces. 

Maybe motivation to die for one’s country must be 
sparked by the perception that one’s interests are actually at 
stake or more importantly that the leaders of the nation 
actually want to win the war. Furthermore, I don’t 
remember any of the Bush children volunteering for duty. 

To the hosts, one is selfish if one does not keep pumping 
out offspring beyond the average one or two kids. While 
there is nothing wrong with large families, isn't it just as 
selfish to keep having babies without considering whether 
one can afford to with the expectation of everyone else 
picking up the bill? 

I don't think it is "selfishness" to desire a reasonably 
comfortable standard of living that isn’t even necessarily 
luxurious in nature. How many children is one going to be 
able to afford in the current real estate environment in many 
regions such as the Washington Metropolitan Area where 
cramped houses in less than desirable neighborhoods are 
beginning to push past $350,000? 

I don't know what these radio personalities make in terms 
of salary. But with these mortgages alone coupled with a 
tax burden in some counties I know of around here topping 
nearly $3000 a year, how is one then going to afford the 
private school many of these Christian leaders insist upon if 
one is making a lower than average salary if one is not part 
of the benighted leadership class, especially if one is going 
to adhere to the additional stricture that children are better 
off with the mother at home instead of being neglected or 
mistreated by daycare personnel? 
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What's Good For The Whore Is Good For The 
Cop 


As part of a sting operation at a Virginia whorehouse, law 
enforcement personnel solicited hostesses of the 
establishment for various pleasurable services. However, 
their tactics went beyond the classic Coco the Clown 
segment on "Cops". 

But if these ladies of the evening are going to be busted 
for lewd acts, certainly their gentleman callers of the 
constabulary literally taking one for the team in this 
instance should be charged with the same. 

The sexually liberated will respond that there is nothing 
wrong with wallowing in the desires of the flesh. It is the 
taking of money that makes the act illegal. 

But if there is nothing wrong with these illicit relations, 
why is it wrong to exchange money for them? 

To those unwilling to take a stand for traditional morality, 
the only thing wrong with prostitution comes down to 
failing to render the libation of taxation upon the altar of the 
state. 


Courtship Ministries Urge Submission To 
Ecclesiastical Authorities In Selecting A Mate 


It's one thing if advocates of the courtship movement 
want to insist that the young person must defer to one's 
parents in terms of selecting a mate. For that is a matter 
internal to each home and families must determine these 
limits for themselves. 

However, aren't things getting just a little bit out of hand 
when it is established as an expectation that the individual 
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must consult church authorities in regards to this personal 
matter? 

Just how far does this issue of church discipline extend? 
Maybe we should have Pastor make our evening meal 
selections for us as well. If we as Christians are supposed 
to go around in such a state of dimwitted humility, why 
don't we allow the church to determine where we are to live 
and what kind of career we are to pursue while we are at it? 


Is Concerned Women For America Becoming 
Just Another 'Men-Are-Always Wrong" Racket? 


The National Center for Men has filed a lawsuit claiming 
that fathers should be able to opt out of providing child 
support for unwanted children. 

After all, if a mother has the so-called "right" to have the 
baby killed, it only naturally follows that an equally self- 
absorbed father should be able to follow the relatively more 
benign course of action of total non-involvement in the life 
of the child. 

While the idea is almost as preposterous as allowing the 
woman the right to end a pregnancy, Concerned Women for 
America is jumping on board criticism of this lawsuit as a 
chance to vent the anti-male bias percolating beneath the 
surface of contemporary Evangelicalism. 

In the organization's press release addressing the legal 
action, it reads, "Fathers must start acting like men and 
accept responsibility for their actions. This lawsuit is 
nothing more than an attempt to save a few bucks and get 
out of kid duty. They need to wake up, smell the diapers, 
and realize that fatherhood is a beautiful and huge 
responsibility, which affects the lives of children and our 
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society as a whole.” 

While absolutely correct, when was the last time 
mainstream, religious conservatives took a stand this boldly 
against the women that have had their innocent children 
murdered in the name of convenience? 

Maybe we should call on women to act like real women 
to step forward to either keep their pants on if they don't 
want children, to keep their offspring if they decide to go 
out and become in the family way anyway, and not pawn 
the results off on everyone else to take care of. 

But these days instead of labeling sin "sin" for what it is 
and calling on righteous living on the part of all without 
regards to gender and to take responsibility for their own 
actions, it's those that speak out plainly against such deeds 
that are lectured on how the poor woman couldn’t help 
herself and how it's our fault for not signing over what little 
remains of our paychecks after having taxes removed to 
finance the deviancy of all the other dregs of society. 

Furthermore, not one word was raised in the CWA press 
release about the increasing epidemic of men forced to pay 
child support for youngsters they did not even sire because 
some greedy strumpet decided to place some unsuspecting 
guy’s name on the birth certificate. Theoretically, a man 
could end up saddled with a massive bill without ever 
having bedded the tramp in question. 

Maybe this organization supposedly standing for 
traditional conceptions of liberty ought to stop for a minute 
to consider this injustice unless they have already sold out 
to the philosophy that all men are pigs and deserve the same 
punishment. I guess even this outfit has fallen for the 
villagist mentality that we are all responsible. 

If women these days want to be seen as equals with men, 
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it's about time people rose up and told them off as well in 
those matters where their irresponsible actions endanger the 
well-being of us all. 


It's Not How You Hit The Ball But The Color Of 
The Bat That Counts 


Contemporary American athletics has been a success 
story in that those on the field have embodied the dream 
Martin Luther King professed at least publicly where 
achievement would be measured not by the color of one's 
skin but rather by the content of one's character and ability. 

Washington's racist mayor Anthony Williams thinks he 
knows more than both historical wisdom and the invisible 
hand of economic forces. He believes the city's new 
baseball franchise, the National's, should not be sold to the 
most competent managers but rather to ones whose primary 
qualifications happen to be the pigmentation of their skin in 
that this whiney politician insists minorities need to be 
given a portion of this lucrative prize. 

In the running for ownership is one group of investors 
with former Secretary of State Colin Powell and another 
featuring retired Redskins Art Monk and Charles Mann. 
Since Monk and Mann have darker complexions than 
Powell, does that mean they are more deserving of the team 
than Powell? 

If you turn and say, well skin color does not matter, then 
on what grounds can you then turn and denounce the 
impropriety of the team predominately being owned by 
Whites? After all, since Caucasians are the minority in DC 
anyway, shouldn't they be the ones granted special status? 

Why should White folks be penalized if Black people 
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don't exhibit financial acumen? Should we take away set 
asides for Asians when they rise to the top despite being 
fewer in number? Better yet, perhaps we should set aside a 
number of starter positions on each sports team for short, 
dumpy Jews. 

It's high time some referee stepped up to the plate and 
called foul on these minority supremacists that constantly 
police White Americans for the slightest hint of 
ethnocentrism yet go out of their way to accrue benefits and 
privileges for their own little specialized tribe. 


Prominent Evangelical Succumbs To Community 
Racket 


Christian author Chuck Crismier, usually so concerned as 
to the purity of doctrine as to suggest that divorced people 
who have remarried should consider divorcing their current 
spouses in order to remarry their previous mates or face the 
possibility of eternal damnation, came out on the February 
7, 2006 episode of his program Viewpoint entitled 
“Restoring Community To The Church” as part of the 
growing communitarian chorus critical of George Barna’s 
book Revolution. It is Barna’s hypothesis that those 
pursuing their Christian faith outside the church 
institutional are just as devout as those that are in the pew 
every time the door swings open. 

Though Crismier does a good job in pointing out that 
buildings and programs a good church does not make, in his 
interview with Tod Bolsinger, the author of /t Takes A 
Church To Raise A Christian, he seems to insinuate that the 
sincerity of one’s profession of faith is based on to what 
extent one not so much surrenders to Christ but rather to the 
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will of the group. 

For while he encourages the growing house church 
movement, he turns around and condemns the electronic 
church such as found through loose-knit Internet 
associations based on common interests expressed through 
forums, blogs, podcasts, and message groups. It is 
Crismier’s contention that these do not meet the 
requirements of fellowship such as the breaking of bread 
and the “going from house to house” as described in 
Scripture. I guess it all comes down to the opportunity to 
snoop through everybody’s stuff since while one can 
fellowship with others over the Internet in an exchange of 
thought, one can’t very well rifle through somebody else’s 
house in a virtual manner. 

The passages referenced on the program also said that the 
early church lived together and shared their possessions. So 
what’s next, condemning as “individualists” those refusing 
to live in Jonestown or Wacoesque communes? 

In this confused age, it has now become fashionable to 
extol the group at the expense of the individual and almost 
shameful to want even the wholesome for the benefit of you 
as a person. But in categorizing marriage as a “community”, 
Crismier shows that he is mistaking the human longing for 
friendship with the desire to lose oneself in the herd. 

The Christian conditioned to dutifully heel to his 
ecclesiastical masters every time they ring a bell will whine, 
“But the church is a family.” In a sense, but in this life it is 
now more LIKE a family than an actual one. Even if so, 
there are varying degrees of relationships within the most 
basic form of human social organization. 

For example, just because I am your brother does not 
mean I am going to share my wife with you. There are parts 
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of my life and property to which no other human beings are 
entitled. Just because there is little one should conceal from 
one’s spouse, that same transparency does not apply to the 
guy living down the street. 

Why can’t the breaking of bread and mutual prayer and 
care take place within the context of the traditional nuclear 
family? Is it because there is no way for denominational 
bigwigs or gadabout missionaries to grow fat off the tithes 
and offerings in such a close-knit context with the 
individual families free to best determine how to give to the 
work of God? 

Furthermore, not everyone is going to require the same 
degree of social interaction. To some, community will 
require repeated sharings of every last tawdry detail of their 
life’s testimony. For others, an occasional “hello” will 
suffice. 

Nowadays, we are often admonished how we must alter 
the way we do things to make headbangers and other 
musically rowdy sorts welcome in the church. Why can’t 
similar concessions be made to those that simply rather be 
left alone? On what grounds are we to say those prone 
towards solitude are not closer to God when they are 
listening to recorded sermons, reading Christian books or 
simply reflecting upon the handiwork of the Lord in nature 
more than when they are sitting in some Sunday School 
classroom as waves of isolation and loneliness sweep over 
them despite all the yammering socialites gabbing about 
them saying little of consequence all around them? 

Crismier claims that if the Christian is not in community, 
they will and I do quote “live like hell.” However, from my 
experience, it is often those that derive their identity from 
the group that “live like hell” as one PCA church (and that’s 
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the more conservative Presbyterians) I was visiting for a 
while couldn’t seem to have a young adult fellowship 
function where it was not alluded to that booze was going to 
be present. 

And as a PCUSA pastor, one would think Rev. Bolsinger 
would have more fundamental issues facing his 
denomination such as abortion, the deemphasis of the role 
of Christ in the process of salvation, and chummy relations 
with terrorists and tyrants such as Hezbollah to occupy his 
time than Christians in his opinion not outgoing or affable 
enough. Maybe someone should tell Mr. Crismier how 
many get remarried in that denomination. 

Of course people are going to flee from a haven of 
perdition such as that as those not going along with the 
progressive trends are no doubt castigated and ridiculed. 
Don’t the same New Testament epistles Bolsinger likes to 
bash everyone over the head with about the need to further 
communize also instruct the believer to come out and be ye 
separate? 

The problem with Christianity today is not a lack of 
socialization as it is a basic failure to stand for truth. If 
anything, failure to make defense of the faith the priority of 
the day will make this renewed emphasis upon the group a 
far more dangerous threat to ordered liberty as well as 
sound doctrine. 


Congress Draws Up Declaration Of Surrender As 
Human Rabble Takes To The Streets 


Throughout much of the 1990’s, prescient social analysts 
such as Pat Buchanan and Michael Savage warned of the 


changes that would take place in our nation should the 
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government of the United States fail to get control over the 
flood of immigration that was pouring across the border. At 
the time, those viewing radical hypertolerance as more 
important than cultural survival dismissed such warnings as 
the ravings of lunatics. However, now that increasing 
numbers of Americans finally want something done about 
the matter, it may be too late. 

In response to certain provisions of the so-called 
“immigration reform” being considered in Congress that 
would have criminalized being in the United States 
illegally, mobs of radical malcontents have taken to the 
streets no doubt to insinuate violence should political 
leaders refuse to acquiesce to their demands. Most accounts 
from the media infiltrated by internationalist sympathizers 
claim that these demonstrations are expressions of peaceful 
dissent concerned for the rights of all living within (for at 
least a few more days) this great country. However, upon 
closer examination, nothing could be farther from the truth. 

For starters, a number of the protests could hardly be 
classified as orderly or even peaceful. Across the nation, 
teenage and even elementary aged pismires bolted from 
their classrooms in violation of school attendance policies, 
often with the support of their teachers and no doubt egged 
on by these pedagogical revolutionaries. 

Those given over to mass demonstrations no doubt find 
their wicked hearts leaping in joy. However, would those 
for such unfettered democracy be as supportive had the 
students rushed the schoolhouse doors in support of massive 
deportations and the implementation of English as the 
official language? If not, such aged beatniks are not really 
the custodians of the First Amendment but rather thought 
police of the first order. 
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It must be noted that many of these youngsters were not 
on their best behavior but rather comported themselves in a 
fashion reflective of the ideals and attitudes promoted by 
the contemporary public school system. Apparently unable 
to express themselves through the use of words no doubt as 
a result of second rate phonics and reading comprehension 
instruction, a number of these darlings had to resort to 
hurling projectiles such as fruit and rocks at law 
enforcement personnel, according to Larry Altman and 
Doug Irving in their DailyBreeze.com account, and some 
even blocked freeway traffic. Too bad some of them weren’t 
rundown by motorists, but then again why ruin a perfectly 
good automobile? 

Fortunately, police were able to teach some of the 
hooligans by dousing them with pepper spray and firing 
beanbags at them. Hopefully, they’ve learned that, if 
someone can’t picket back and forth in front of an abortion 
clinic, then others should not have the right to block traffic 
The average citizen has more of a divine right to drive to 
work unmolested than some skank that wants her unborn 
baby hacked to pieces. 

Despite the significant nuisances spawned by these naive 
whelps, the real threat lies with the organized subversives 
pulling their strings. For even though the American people 
have been duped into believing these mass demonstrations 
represent spontaneous grassroots outbursts, they are in fact 
being orchestrated by forces whose intent is nothing short 
of the destruction of human liberty and the American way 
of life. 

One of the groups pulling the strings is MECHA. Mecha 
or Movimiento Estudiantil Chicano de Aztlan is a 
revolutionary front group dedicated to the secession of the 
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American Southwest from the United States and its ultimate 
reunification with Mexico through either peaceful or violent 
means. Funny, I remember vaguely that when White 
Southerners wanted to do something similar there was a 
little skirmish or whatnot. This movement glorifies pre- 
Columbian civilization and would no doubt reinstitute the 
ancient pagan beliefs of the area they seek to reconquer. 
Wouldn’t surprise me someday if they didn’t start 
sacrificing Whites to their heathen deities if ever allowed as 
it is their ultimate goal to expel “Anglo-Americans” from 
the face of the continent and many feel more of an affinity 
for their Aztec heritage rather than the Spanish component 
of their identity. 

At a number of the rallies across the country were 
banners reading, “This Is Our Continent. Not Yours”, 
“Brown Is Beautiful”, and North American maps with the 
United States crossed out. According to Tammy Bruce, 
American flags were burned. Michael Savage marked he 
believed in nonviolent protest, so Mexican flags should be 
burned in retaliation. 

Her column posted at WorldNetDaily.com, observed , 
“Can you imagine the uproar if someone had come to a 
rally holding up a sign reading, ‘White is Beautiful’?” 
Nowadays, White folk are considered a racist if they hold a 
position anything short of compulsory miscegenation. Yet 
our leaders stand passively buy as these radicals rub their 
brown rearends in our faces, constantly telling us what they 
are while expecting the rest of us to open not only our arms 
but apparently our very homeland in a union of mandatory 
brotherhood. 

The average American of commonsense and decency 
thinking their elected officials will come to the rescue in the 
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nick of time are in for a rude awakening. For instead of 
defending the nation and its people from the marauding 
hordes, our so-called leaders are using the situation to 
transition the United States into the pending global order 
where American standards of living and liberty will be 
dragged down to Third World levels. 

As with most other issues being used to whip the 
American people into compliance, they will be manipulated 
through a campaign of misdirected guilt blaming everything 
on their own prosperity and “greed”. At a ceremony 
swearing in thirty new American citizens, the President (no 
doubt thronged by his Secret Service detail, chided, “No 
one should play on people’s fears or try to pit neighbor 
against neighbor. No one should pretend that immigrants 
are a threat to the American identity, because immigrants 
have shaped America’s identity.” 

Apparently, his infamously limited mind has never heard 
the old adage about too much of a good thing. I bet 
something would be done if this transborder rabble guffed 
up the White House lawn the way many immigrants have 
done to many of our suburban neighborhoods. Maybe when 
members of Congress come home to find illegals 
rummaging through their houses and ravishing their wives 
as occurs in border regions such as Arizona, something will 
finally be done about the issue. 

In case the President has already forgotten, each and 
everyone of the 9/11 hijackers was an immigrant as well as 
are many of the notorious street gangs prowling our cities 
and suburbs. Perhaps Ted Kennedy would like to invite 
some of them to dwell at the various family compounds if 
such souls pose no threat to anyone. 

One of the primary justifications for allowing the 
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invasion to continue is that the illegals do jobs Americans 
won’t do. Once again the blame has been shifted to the 
average American rather than placed squarely upon those it 
actually belongs. 

Actually, the issue is not so much that Americans won’t 
do certain jobs, but rather that often times the rich are not 
willing to pay more to have these tasks done. While one 
must vigorously stand against any legislative efforts to 
mandate a living wage, if we are to be lectured as to how it 
is our duty as to embrace all immigrants irrespective of their 
intentions or desire to whether or not become Americans, 
what about the patriotic obligation of the well-to-do to share 
some of the sacrifice for the benefit of their countryman to 
earn an honorable living? As Michael Savage has asked of 
the luxury class, is a 50 foot yacht not sufficient and now 
you need an 80 footer? 

Even if one were to admit that there was a need for 
immigrant labor for jobs pampered Americans simply 
refuse to do, such a market imbalance owes itself a great 
deal to undue government interference in the economy. For 
at one time, it was argued the nation needed a social welfare 
safety net to prevent the downtrodden from falling through 
the cracks. But as both the waistlines of those receiving 
such entitlements and the bureaucracies that administer 
them continued to expand, more and more such 
beneficences have come to pay for the luxuries of those 
unwilling to work for them than the bare essentials needed 
to squeak by for those unable to provide for them. 

If the government simply eliminated most of these 
programs, those at the lower end of the socio-economic 
ladder as a result of their own diminished intelligences or 
poor decisions made in their lives would be forced to fill the 
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positions now occupied by illegals. It will be that or starve; 
it is that simple. 

“BUT SUCH CRUELTY, you heartless conservative!!!” 
those given over to making sure everyone far and wide 
knows just how compassionate they think there are cry. But 
will anyone really starve? 

Those that despise America, especially those aspects of 
derided as “White” middle class values, regularly admonish 
us how much we have to learn from backwards cultures and 
the like. Therefore, if we are to assume that the illegals 
dwelling in our midst really work as hard as their apologists 
claim they do, then they show how one can work multiple 
jobs and survive (though perhaps not luxuriously, but 
survive nonetheless) without handouts. 

Think you deserve higher then minimum wage? Good, 
don’t drop out of school, keep your pants on, and don’t start 
having babies until you are married and can afford it. 

More importantly, since we are constantly being told 
about the importance of giving back to the COMMUNITY, 
perhaps the multigenerational hyper-rich such as the 
Kennedys, Bushes, and Rockerfellers whose primary right 
to their vast fortunes stem from having fortuitously sprung 
from their parents loins should dedicate themselves as an 
example making their life’s work those tasks no one else 
wants to do since those from these families could continue 
to live comfortable lives without making an additional cent 
because of their vast fortunes. If a life of picking tomatoes 
for a pittance is not good enough for the Bush children, why 
should it be good enough for yours? Like it or not, 
nationhood is the result of a blend of the religion, language, 
and ethnic mix of people living in a particular geographic 
location. Since the 1960’s, liberals have been at war to 
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remove our religious heritage. Now they are about to lay 
siege to its linguistic identity and racial balance as well in 
order to commence the final demise of this once great 
nation. 


Teacher Of The Year Selected For Pandering To 
Immigrants 


If immigrants are no different than the rest of us, then 
why should this prestigious award go to a teacher noted for 
teaching students from immigrant backgrounds, 90% of 
whom are on public assistance? Apparently the parents are 
not so ignorant of American ways that they've never heard 
of welfare. 

If we are supposed to be color blind, why does it even 
come up in the story where these pupils hail from? 

Thus the key to winning this honor is not so much about 
perfecting one's skills and expertise as a teacher but rather 
about rendering such skills in the service of the ongoing 
social revolution seeking to transform the fundamental 
nature of American society. 

The 2005 winner, Jason Kamras (a District of Columbia 
Math teacher who selected pedagogy as his life’s work 
because he thinks "high quality schools for economically 
disadvantaged students is the greatest social injustice facing 
America today") is quoted on the National Teacher of the 
Year website as saying, "My intense desire to see my school 
excel comes not only from an unwavering belief that all 
students deserve an excellent education, but also the unique 
role Sousa played in the civil rights movement...To honor 
the school’s unique role in the movement, I feel compelled 
to guarantee that it serves as an agent of social change, 
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advancing those who have been ignored or constrained." 

What business is this of a math teacher? It is his job to 
teach students how to add and subtract, not to indoctrinate 
them in utopian theory. After all, even these students need 
to know basic arithmetic to determine whether they have 
gotten the right amount of government cheese or that their 
food stamps have been tabulated correctly. 

Had this teacher seen his students as individuals to be 
taught career skills rather than as components of some 
demographic shift to be channeled for the benefit of the 
elite, I doubt his name would have ever come up for 
consideration. And the same goes for the 2006 winner as 
she makes a big to-do about teaching minority children 
rather than children as children. 

Sadly, as with most other aspects of the education 
system, it seems the Teacher of the Year award is not about 
encouraging people to stand on their own two feet but rather 
about fostering dependency upon the COMMUNITY. 


Is Albert Mohler Being Lured Into The 
Communitarian Cult? 


In a recent column, I warned that Evangelical Chuck 
Crismier had been duped into hitching his ecclesiastical 
wagon to the growing Communitarian heresy infiltrating the 
church and Christian thought. 

Now it seems similar errors are creeping into the mind of 
Southern Baptist Seminary President Albert Mohler as well. 

Seems the plunge into heresy comes step by step and can 
no doubt be traced in part to Mohler's notion undermining 
the Christian liberty of the individual when he postulates 
one has fallen into a state of sin if one has not wed by their 
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early 20's even if living in a state of chastity and abstinence. 

In the May 3, 2006 entry on his blog, Mohler writes that 
civilization is at risk because "genuine community" is 
disappearing because of "giant concrete structures" and 
"elevated freeways". 

As a frequent traveler of these "elevated freeways", is Dr. 
Mohler himself contributing to the decline of 
COMMUNITY he so eloquently laments? More likely 
though, elites such as himself are not to be bound by the 
travel restrictions and privacy limitations to be placed upon 
the rest of us all in the name of being a good neighbor and 
the like. 

A theologian of Dr. Mohler's stature should realize that 
our culture is not necessarily in danger because of such 
structures but because of the decisions made by those 
dwelling in them. Thus, the fault lies not with insufficient 
group socialization but from not enough individual 
moralization. 

Street gangs and terrorist cells provide the individual 
with a high degree of group acculturation as well, but these 
will not bring about the revitalization of America's blighted 
areas. Such renewal will only come about when each person 
takes responsibility for their own actions. 


School Locks Students Out Of Restrooms 


A California school locked down the restrooms to 
prevent students from participating in immigration riots. 
Instead, pupils were, for the most part, compelled to relive 
themselves in buckets. 

This might sound like a "back in my day response", but 
they should be glad to have had the buckets. 
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For when I was in school, usually towards the end of the 
school year when students and teachers got tired of looking 
at each other, there would be an incident of some sort or the 
other such as graffiti in one of the restrooms and one year 
even a smoke bomb (the perpetrator of which was never 
revealed to the student body, thus possibly pointing to one 
of the teacher's kids as the culprit) that would grant the 
administration an excuse to justify the suspension of normal 
restroom "privileges". 

This would mean students would only be allowed to use 
the restrooms at certain times of the day, mostly right before 
lunch. 

"Sounds better than the bucket to me,” some might 
respond. Don't make such a hasty conclusion. 

The bucket might have actually been preferable. Where I 
went to school during those times of year when staff and 
faculty would get their butts up on their shoulders, either 
the principal or some other teacher would be stationed at the 
back of the restroom watching students as they went to and 
fro for this brief five minute period, acting as if they were 
doing students a favor at all by allowing us to use the toilet. 

If one was able to rush into the closed stall, one was OK,,. 
But if one came in as second runners-up and channeled 
towards one of the urinals before the tardy bell rang, it 
would mean almost an entire school day without emptying 
the bladder since it is a tad difficult to turn on the 
waterworks with an authority figure just about breathing 
down one's neck. 

Would have been glad to have a bucket with a bit of 
privacy. 

It would have been rather pointless for parents to have 
complained about these conditions. In this private school, 
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anytime you went against the directives of the academic and 
ecclesiastical elites, you usually got a lecture on how good 
Christians are submissive to those in authority and that little 
things like rights and such were actually inventions of the 
devil. Furthermore, if you or your parents said too much, 
they could simply have you expelled and this was in the 
days when homeschooling was not as widespread as it is 
now and there were not that many other Protestant high 
schools to pick from. 

While overall public schools are inferior to the private 
alternative, at least these parents in this California incident 
are able to publicly air their grievances without fear of the 
retaliation that might befall their offspring. 

Reflecting on this story and my own experience, 
something tells me the infringement of this fundamental 
biological necessity is more widespread than most 
Americans are willing to admit as educators like nothing 
more than to set themselves up as petty tyrants. Things have 
gotten so far out of line that we can't even wiz or take a 
dump without permission or apply for a license. 


Deaf-Mutes Make A Noisy Ruckus 


Normally, those with disabilities bring warm feelings to 
heart as they struggle to achieve and get ahead despite their 
limitations often with a positive outlook most of us could 
learn from. Ironically, though, the deaf seem to rank among 
the crabbiest leftwing activists out there. 

At Gallaudet University in the Nation's Capital, students 
and faculty are holding protests because the new president 
of the school is not what they consider "deaf enough". It is 
not that she does not have a sufficient level of hearing loss 
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to satisfy these rabblerousers. Rather the offense is that she 
did not learn to speak sign language until early adulthood, 
married someone with hearing (so much for it being what's 
on the inside that counts), and dared to mother children who 
are themselves not deaf (talk about reverse eugenics). And 
for good measure, Fernandes is a pariah because she is 
White. Good radicals never let that one slide by. 

The school's outgoing President I. Jordan King calls the 
protests an example of identity politics. For the organized 
deaf are not about empowering the individual but rather 
about keeping them dependent upon those running this 
particular ghetto. 

For example, several years ago two deaf lesbians made 
headlines when they tried to conceive a deliberately deaf 
child. Furthermore, many with this affliction turn on those 
that seek relief from their condition through new 
technologies such as Cochlear implants. Shouldn't such 
decisions be up to the individual? 

Though I am not deaf, I am blind in one eye. If I one day 
ever become a parent, though I function rather well, why in 
my right mind would I want this condition inflicted upon 
my child? Furthermore, though I was born this way and 
have known nothing else (I still remember my mom sitting 
me down as a kid and explaining it to me and to this day 
find it hard to imagine what it's like to see out of two eyes 
as I see out of my bad eye what you see out of the bottom of 
your foot), why should I have less sympathy for those who 
befall this condition later in life or begrudge someone able 
to have sight restored as if they were somehow a traitor to 
the nation or faith? 

I do not see an airfilter visor of Star Trek's Geordi 
LaForge or the electronic artificial eye of Narn Ambassador 
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G'Kar on Babylon 5 as some kind of threat but rather as 
innovations to be anticipated no less amazing than the 
starships that allow these characters to sail across the 
cosmos. These same liberals always tell us our body our 
choice when it comes to killing babies. So why not the 
same attitude when it comes to enhancing life rather than 
destroying it? 

Perhaps the auditorially challenged have not heard that 
the character of an individual is not judged by their 
disabilities but rather by what they do with their abilities. 


Congress Threatens Internet Censorship 


Thanks in part to sensational media reports, websites 
such as MySpace.com have gotten a reputation for 
attracting various kooks such as pedophiles and other 
nefarious miscreants 

Now to make them look like they are doing something, 
the House of Representatives is considering a bill that 
would make it illegal to access networking sites from a 
school or library. 

While it can be hard to counter the Mrs. Lovejoy from 
The Simpsons screech of, "But think of the children.", why 
is this any of Congress’ business? 

Individual schools and library boards should be free to 
adopt policies as they see fit regarding these technologies. 
That is, after all, one of the beauties of a little thing called 
federalism. 

However, one cannot really get around that little clause in 
the First Amendment declaring, “Congress shall make no 
law...abridging the freedom of speech”. Should be rather 
self-explanatory. 
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Those already conditioned to enthusiastically embrace 
the control of their lives by various government institutions 
and social elites will counter, “But this medium can still be 
accessed from private domiciles.” 

But if one ends up molested, does it really matter from 
behind what electronic rock one was leaped upon by a 
predator? Therefore, once these mandated regulations have 
been accepted throughout schools and libraries, it won’t be 
long until do-gooder activists begin to insist that the 
Internet presents too much of a danger to allow common 
citizens access to sites produced by other average citizens. 
Thus we will only be granted access to information made 
available by government licensed data providers. 

From comments made by those in government and 
mainstream journalism about citizen media, one is given 
pause to wonder if the issue is really about protecting the 
innocence of children or rather about suppressing 
technologies having the potential to undermine the 
stranglehold on opinion these institutions once enjoyed. For 
they have certainly done very little to clean up television. 

When it comes to public complaints about the filth 
broadcast over the airwaves or found in books, liberals 
admonish the concerned that it is up to individual parents to 
turn off the TV or to monitor what their children might be 
reading (though interestingly, they do not have the right 
according to the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals to be the 
sole arbiter of what their offspring are taught about human 
procreation). So why is it Congress’ responsibility rather 
than the result of deficient parenting when an adolescent 
places every sordid detail of their lives on the Internet for 
the entire world to see? 

Even a number of prominent Conservatives have come 
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out against Internet media in the hands of private citizens. 
Cal Thomas, in a column titled “The Blog That Ate Real 
Journalism”, laments the rise of the blogosphere. Ironically 
this pundit that in part earned his notoriety bemoaning the 
predominance of leftists throughout the media claims that a 
united people must all sup from the same news source. 
Though is his concern more that there are those of us that 
do for free something similar to what he is paid a handsome 
salary for than that you are basically too stupid yourself to 
determine whether or not a particular story is credible? 

Americans valuing liberty and freedom might be shocked 
to learn of the similarity of warnings as to why social 
media usage must be curbed not by personal restraint and 
individual discernment but rather through national 
legislation similar to regulations promulgated in Communist 
countries as to why information technology must be kept 
from the hands of common people. 

In the Soviet Union, typewriters had to be registered with 
the State so as to prevent their misuse in the spread of 
counterrevolutionary ideas. Likewise, here in our own time, 
the Red Chinese carefully monitor Internet use of the 
enslaved population living under the scrutiny of that 
dictatorship out of concern for “unhealthy” material. 

Books can be used to spread porn and licentious ideas as 
well. Will Congress move next to shutdown libraries? 

As with books, computers and software applications are 
morally neutral and simply take on the ethical 
characteristics of those utilizing them. If there are problems 
arising from the use of this technology, the fault lies with 
oversexualized youth and the aging perverts too eager to 
assist them in their slide into iniquity. 

If Congress is so enthusiastic about protecting the 
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American people from a bunch of old crooks, shysters, and 
deviants, perhaps they should put themselves out of 
business. 


Artists No More Important Than The Rest Of Us 


In a market economy, those with socially valuable skills 
and abilities are monetarily rewarded in free exchange for 
their services or the goods that they produce. Those whose 
aptitudes do not fulfill some kind of broader demand or 
need are forced to either adapt or be willing to endure a life 
of self-imposed deprivation. 

Foremost among such individuals who forgo material 
enrichment for the sake of remaining true to their 
understanding of the craft to which they have pledged their 
lives are so-called “starving artists”. Such iconoclasts 
usually earn such designations because (unlike Norman 
Rockwell, Thomas Kincaid, or James Audobon) their work 
is so blatantly bizarre, bad, or depressing that no person 
with healthy aesthetic sensibilities is willing to support such 
individuals. And that is as it should be. 

Yet, as with other issues such as education and with those 
who insist upon procreating outside of marriage, elected 
officials and social engineers are now planning to interfere 
with the wisdom of the invisible hand that keeps the artistic 
rabble in check by making sure their numbers do not 
proliferate beyond what a productive society can actually 
bear or reward them with more financial remuneration than 
they actually deserve. In an era when Americans are 
becoming increasingly concerned whether they will even 
have a retirement or be forced to end out their days as Wal- 
Mart scullions, Congress is authorizing $250,000 to finance 
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affordable subsidized housing set aside specifically for 
piddlers categorized as artists. 

According to the December 1, 2005 edition of the 
Gazette papers of Maryland, the Renaissance Square project 
is being funded in part by the 2006 Transportation, 
Treasury, and Housing and Urban Development, the 
Judiciary, District of Columbia Appropriations Conference 
Report. This chunk of change is being funneled in part for 
the Prince George’s County Arts and Entertainment District. 
The purpose of this blueprint is to impose socialistic-style 
centralized planning in the name of community renewal. 

But is it really the place of government to grant special 
subsidies or set asides for a particular class of individuals so 
they will be unduly advantaged in acquiring 
accommodations? A blighted urban community with a high 
crime rate would benefit if a few more ministers of the 
Gospel moved into the neighborhood as well or if local 
officials convinced more White folks to move in. 

“OUTRAGEOUS, you hatemonger!!!! How dare you 
make such a reactionary suggestion.” Then why is it alright 
to lavish such favoritism upon those evangelizing on behalf 
of elites and bureaucracies? 

In a market economy, such distasteful displays of 
prejudice in both examples are largely avoided by having 
the government, for the most part, stay out of the unfettered 
exchange of goods, services, ideas and property. However, 
those administering such centralized development programs 
such as the Prince George’s County Arts and Entertainment 
District across the country do not think of themselves as 
bound by the same conventions and modes of conduct by 
which common folk are forced to comport themselves. 

Good people loving freedom believe that, once an 
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individual or business procures a piece of property, the 
owners should be allowed to retain it for as long as they 
desire. However, to the believers of the eminent domain 
heresy and related measures of intrusive social intervention, 
one is only allowed to occupy a given parcel of the 
COMMUNITY so long as one is utilizing it in a manner in 
accord with the collective purpose imposed by the ruling 
bureaucracy. 

Propaganda supporting the Prince George’s County Arts 
and Entertainment District paints a peachy picture of the 
future where prosperity and creativity will walk together 
hand in hand. Ashame liberty and those not going along 
with the mandated vision of the future will have no place in 
it. 

Social engineers plan to bring about the artistic district by 
establishing a series of art galleries and studio spaces. 
Thing is, many of the properties coveted by the Arts District 
are already owned by other businesses, primarily used auto 
dealers. 

But in this enlightened and progressive post-Kelo world 
our overlords have granted us the privilege of existing in, 
why should we let a little thing like respect for private 
property stand in the way of grand utopian visions? If 
someone already holds title to a piece of property we want, 
simply manipulate the contrived rules of the game to 
confiscate what we covet all in the name and glory of the 
COMMUNITY. 

It was only a ruling by the Maryland Court of Special 
Appeals that prevented the dealerships from being forced 
from the area without compensation. But what if the crafts 
commies had been willing to pay and why should the 
dealerships be forced to close up shop? More importantly, 
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what’s going to protect the homes of the regular people who 
don’t exactly fit the mold of this Brave New World because 
the jobs they hold down just aren’t as sexy as the lifestyle of 
the starving artist? 

To those overseeing the establishment of these special 
districts and those benefiting from their largess, the masses 
of humanity exist as lab rats to be experimented on or (in 
the case of an arts district) as clay to be molded in 
compliance with all kinds of warped ideas. And if that 
makes your life inconvenient, those espousing this outlook 
contend, that’s just too bad as it is the revolution that must 
take top priority. 

In a 3/5/06 Washington Post magazine article about the 
Arts District, one of the new feudal barons brought in to 
assist in the establishment of this postmodern fiefdom 
intimated that he “understands the voice of building 
materials (wonder if they’ve told him what a kook he is) 
and he promulgated, “I don’t like machine-made things. 
They look like they came from nowhere.” 

I don’t know how things are there for King Friday in the 
Land Of Make Believe, but that’s just not how things are, as 
Allan Jackson might say, here in the real world. Frankly, 
it’s those evil machines that allow Americans to enjoy a 
standard of living envied around the world. 

But that is irrelevant, as the Borg might say. The 
important thing is for the rest of us to comply with the 
artistic whims of our betters no matter how burdensome 
they might be. The elites might live as overlords in floating 
cities (hand-crafted of course) high above the earth and 
everyone else (granted the privilege of existence after the 
pending depopulation) in mud huts or military-style 
barracks but that will be perfectly acceptable so long as the 
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COMMUNITY aesthetic is adhered to. 

In the closing decade of the twentieth century, some of 
the first letters and commentaries I ever published dealt 
with a law in Hyattsville, Maryland that forbade residents 
from removing trees from their own yards without local 
government permission. With favored artisans moving in 
along the Route 1 business corridor thinking that the bricks 
are alive with the sound of music, how long until residents 
of this Maryland suburb are compelled to seek committee 
oversight as to what materials may be incorporated into 
their domiciles? 

Don’t dismiss such speculations as the ravings of a 
madman. As well as the Arts District occupying the city, 
talk has been afoot the past few years of saddling residents 
with an additional layer of bureaucracy by imposing the 
historic district city wide. 

Under such regulatory regimes, homeowners are 
essentially forbidden from making alterations to their 
properties without prior authorization. Thus, about the only 
thing from the past not welcomed are apparently the very 
liberties Americans have fought and died for over the 
course of the nation’s history and the only creativity 
welcomed that which strokes the egos of the aging beatniks 
holding power. 
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Who Are The Vigilantes?: Sides 
Mischaracterized By Elites In Immigration 
Debate 


Liberal propagandists have conditioned the American 
people to believe that the Minutemen Project consists of 
vigilantes out to undermine the law, compromise good 
social order, and the sense of fairness essential to the 
character of the United States. Even President George W. 
Bush, who usually makes a big hoopla how Americans 
should contribute to the war on terror by participating in 
efforts such as neighborhood watch programs, flip flops 
from the administration’s philosophy of near-total 
surveillance and insists average, patriotic Americans such as 
veterans and other dedicated retirees are not good enough to 
do for the benefit of the United States as a neighborhood as 
a whole what the Communitarians claim these seniors ought 
to be doing in our own hometowns. 

However, those so worried about the taking of law into 
private hands ought to be more concerned about the so- 
called progressive interests claiming to stand for the rule of 
law and the dignity of all people. For the observant will 
discover which side of this debate actually honors these 
principles basic to what makes Western civilization the 
pinnacle of human social development. 

To deter the hiring of illegals, the Minutemen Project of 
Maryland has set up video surveillance operations of 
various day-laborer sites throughout the state. In retaliation, 
Casa De Maryland --- a activist group dedicated to Hispanic 
supremacism --- has launched its own counterintel program 
targeting selected Minutemen in a high stakes game of 
looking back to see if you were looking back at me. 
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But whereas the Minutemen of Maryland are careful to 
only observe illegal activities in public places, Casa plans to 
follow individual Minutemen away from these specific 
public places and into their respective private lives. One 
might suggest that Casa operatives are coming dangerously 
close to stalking as these activists intend to picket 
Minutemen outside their homes, places of employment, and 
--- like sex-crazed pedophiles --- lurk outside the schools of 
Minutemen offspring. 

Another distinction Casaistas fail to recognize is that, 
unlike the illegal aliens and the businesses that come to paw 
over the human capital like Johns in whorehouses, the 
Minutemen have committed no crimes and broken no laws. 
Rather, what those with Casa’s perspective seek to punish, 
which in their eyes is an even greater threat than the swarms 
of foreigners pouring over the border, is thought failing to 
conform to the norms of the group as directed by elites. 

The executive director of Casa De Maryland is quoted by 
WorldNetDaily as saying, “...we are going...to let people 
know their neighbors are extremeists, that they are anti- 
immigrant.” It may come as a surprise to the racial 
enforcement bureau of the thought police, but it’s not quite 
yet against the law to ascribe to the opinions of which the 
Minutemen stand accused. It is still, at this time at least, 
against the law to enter the United States without adherence 
to proper procedure and to hire those doing so. 

The Minutemen are actually stepping up to either assist 
law enforcement in a task traditional constabularies are 
unable to perform or even being prevented from fulfilling 
by their globalist overseers. Their approach to this 
challenge might seem unorthodox in this era where we have 
been conditioned to defer to positioned and credentialed 
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experts in reference to lofty public concerns. But the 
Minutemen have done nothing wrong and have a scrupulous 
reputation of respecting and upholding the innate human 
dignity of those with whom they disagree, something 
progressive protest movements from leftist anti-WTO 
marchers to anti-Klan demonstrators aren’t exactly known 
for as of late as epitomized by the tolerance marauders that 
pillaged and burned a Toledo neighborhood in the name of 
acceptance and inclusion in response to a smattering of 
buffoonish Nazis. 

The Minutemen exhibit the utmost respect for the law by 
standing for the principle that the law should be applied 
consistently to all without reference to status or 
background. However, Casa and other related interests 
turning a blind eye actually undermine the impartiality of 
the law upon which a healthy republic rests. 

The executive director of the Tacoma/Langley 
Crossroads Development Authority is quoted by 
WorldNetDaily as saying, “In this area, the commercial 
sector hasn’t been harmed in the sense of people being 
deprived because of the day laborers being here. 
Consequently, while there are issues with their right to be in 
the United States, that’s not what we’re concerned about. 
We’re concerned that they wait in an area that doesn’t hurt 
our commercial properties.” Well that settles it then; so 
long as the rich keep getting richer even at the expense of 
the good of the country, so be it. 

Lenin observed that the capitalist would sell the rope 
with which the capitalist would himself be hung. The 
article notes Casa has the support of both government and 
the business community. 

Subversion and undermining the United States can 
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apparently be a profitable enterprise. According to 
WorldNetDaily, of an income of $2,771,615, fifty-one 
percent of Casa’s came from government handouts. 
However, this extortion transcends the role of a bribe to 
dissuade minority agitators from rampaging. 

Rather it is a down payment to assist the monstrosity of 
public/private partnerships in subjugating the American 
people through a campaign of systematic impoverishment 
and the sublimation of this people into a homogenized 
global regime. For Casa receives its beneficences from the 
elites for the purposes of recruiting laborers “as employers 
seek to replace permanent workers”. 

Somehow I don’t imagine naive liberals prone to believe 
all the bleeding heart gobbledygook they hear will feel all 
warm and fuzzy about unbridled immigration when their 
own upper-mid level jobs are farmed out to a new wave of 
Chinaman or Asian Indians. After all, if we really are one 
big global family and one of the few remaining sins in this 
radically liberated world is to admit that one cannot toss all 
of the peoples of the earth into one big bowl irrespective of 
the recipe's original ethnic ingredients without changing the 
nature of the nation itself, why shouldn’t other groups be 
allowed to replace those higher up the socioeconomic 
ladder when Hispanics are being used to displace the 
American laborer and semi-skilled worker? Those that as 
good liberals embrace all of the attitudes they are told to by 
the social engineers should be reminded that almost without 
exception that the revolutions that unhinge themselves from 
traditional values have a way of consuming their own. 

Whether one wants to admit it or not, the world is 
rushing ever faster towards its ultimate conclusion. 
Americans are now at a pivotal fork in the road. We can 
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either enter this turning point with the dignity and values 
that have made the United States the foremost nation 
around the globe or we can enter this epoch as a people of 
diluted identity unable to put up much resistance as we are 
increasingly merged into the prophesied planetary tyranny. 


Local Home Depot Employee Foments Linguistic 
Subversion 


Though no doubt irritated by the practice, most 
Americans pretty much put up with the number of 
businesses and public utilities providing services in both 
English and Spanish, often with the interloping tongue 
regularly showcased as the primary mode of speech offered. 

However, as speakers of English let the good manners 
and propriety for which the land their own language 
originated from is renowned to take precedence by keeping 
their mouths shut, there will come a day when the advocates 
of the invading culture will seize predominance and refuse 
to grant the same degree of verbal acceptance those now 
being conquered have been duped into extending. 

A caller to the June 9, 2006 broadcast of The Chris Core 
Show on 630 AM WMAL in Washington, DC contacted the 
program to relay an experience he had in a Metropolitan 
Area Home Depot. 

According to the caller, when it was his turn at the self- 
checkout counter, he discovered the terminal had been 
locked in Spanish mode. 

The caller proceeded to the employee overseeing the self- 
service operation and informed her of the register’s status. 

Instead of adhering to the trusted axiom that the customer 
is always right by unlocking the register and apologizing for 
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the inconvenience, the Home Depot associate proceeded to 
berate the customer as to how it was not only our 
responsibility to accommodate Spanish speakers but also 
our obligation to learn Spanish ourselves. 

The caller humorously pointed out that a number of 
Asians also in line (clearly immigrants as indicated by their 
accents) spoke up and insisted that in America we speak 
English. 

By definition, the act of surrender entails one party 
giving in to the demands of another. Unless more 
Americans take a stand like that contractor at the checkout 
and those immigrants backing him up that apparently knew 
more about what this country is about than those conspiring 
to sell us out, it won’t be long until the facade of 
bilingualism will be dropped in favor of the imposition of 
an alien monoglotism actually at the heart of this brand of 
multicultural manipulation. 


World Bank Protests: 
Democracy In Action Or Hooliganism? 


In the aftermath of protests against the World Bank, 
pundits and policymakers must sift through these events in 
order to decrease their likelihood of occurring again. 
Incorrectly assessing the nature of such phenomena will do 
little in preventing similar social upheaval sometime in the 
future. 

In a commentary appearing in the Prince George s 
Journal, Thomas Mooney characterized the World Bank 
protesters as an example of the positive grassroots 
democracy healthy for the American political system. Such 
an assessment is sadly mistaken and does not characterize 
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what actually took place. 

While the Constitution does ensure the right to assemble 
and to petition for the redress of grievances, somehow I 
don’t think these kinds of shenanigans were what the 
Founding Fathers meeting in Philadelphia had in mind. 

Writing in the New Republic, Franklin Foer chronicles 
what the Journal s Thomas Mooney would consider 
wholesome political activism. Particularly interesting was 
Foer’s depiction of three topless women wearing gas masks 
at the rally. Let’s hear it for free speech!!! 

But more seriously, broadcast accounts of the protest 
detailed a police raid where law enforcement personnel 
uncovered protesters conspiring to manufacture Molotov 
cocktails. For those swept up in the romance of mass 
demonstrations or who don’t know what a Molotov cocktail 
is, a Molotov cocktail is not something you’ll find in Boris 
Yeltsin’s liquor cabinet. 

It is an instrument of mayhem where a gasoline-soaked 
rag is inserted in a glass container to be set on fire and 
hurled at one’s adversaries, usually the police but 
increasingly private business and property as well. It must 
be remembered that these are the same people that are 
usually for unilateral disarmament, gun control, and other 
assorted pacifist hootenanny. 

In his analysis of the World Bank protests, Thomas 
Mooney is correct in pointing out that such displays are 
likely to increase in the future. However, such direct action 
will be no cause of celebration if it is orchestrated in this 
same kind of lawless manner. 

Such displays will in fact testify to the breakdown of 
traditional American political theory and its replacement by 
a system of abject nihilism. Concerned citizens would do 
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well to learn about the nature of anrachism as it will come 
to play a greater role in American life throughout the early 
years of the twenty-first century. 

While some such as certain trade unionists and pro- 
sovereignty conservatives spoke out against the World Bank 
for legitimate reasons, others promoting a far more 
maniacal agenda merely showed up to stir up trouble. 
Those doubting such a claim need only research the names 
of organizations taking part such as “the Ruckus Society” 
and slogans bandied about such as “Smash the State.” 

G.K. Chesterton, the English apologist, once remarked 
that, when people no longer believe in God, it is not that 
they won’t believe in anything but that they will believe in 
anything. Regarding anarchism, it’s not so much that these 
neo-hippie parasites will fritter their lives away in a 
nonconstructive manner but that, in their conscientious 
rejection of all standards and authorities, they will lack the 
moral wherewithal to withstand any whim or fancy that 
comes along --- no matter how reprehensible. 

In their public relations, many of the more radical 
elements protesting these institutions of international 
finance claim to adhere to the principles of nonviolence. 
However, such promotional literature runs as shallow as the 
fluff from Madison avenue that these kinds of groups 
supposedly exist to rail against. 

For starters, a number with the movement neglect to 
inform the general public that they do not see acts of 
destruction directed at their adversaries as violence. And of 
the anarchists not prone towards traditional understandings 
of violence, Franklin Foer writes in New Republic, “They 
might agree that violence is a problem tactically, but they’re 
so steeped in relativism to condemn fellow protesters and 
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too ignorant of ideology to construct a moral case for 
nonviolence.” 

Anarchism is here to stay. The goals of this movement 
do not consist in altering specific policies. Theirs is the 
total destruction of civilized society. Not only do these 
hooligans rampage regularly at World Bank summits but 
they also unleash periodic waves of vandalism in cities 
scattered across the world each May Day. 

Such incidents should belay the myth that Communism 
no longer exists as a threat to human freedom. It must be 
noted that, during such escapades in England, a statue 
honoring Winston Churchill was desecrated with graffiti 
depicting a hammer and sickle, the nefarious symbol of 
world Bolshevism. 

The World Bank and other institutions of international 
finance indeed pose a threat to human liberty if these bodies 
are allowed to usurp American freedoms as elaborated upon 
in the nation’s founding documents such as the 
Constitution, the Declaration of Independence, and even the 
Holy Bible. 

However, unruly mobs are just as dangerous as their 
counterparts in planetary administrative bodies since neither 
extreme of this dispute sees a moral authority higher than 
themselves. The price of liberty demands eternal vigilance 
against each of these distinct threats. 
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Rift Develops Between Evangelical 
Homeschoolers & Constitutional Individualists 


Homeschool guru Kevin Swanson has decided to cast 
aspersions on Alex Jones of Inforwars.com and 
PrisonPlanet.com. 

Swanson commenced his attack on the 6/2/06 broadcast 
of his program Generations Radio because Jones posted a 
story daring to suggest that FEMA operatives were training 
pastors to manipulate their congregations into accepting 
world government and the related institutions of the New 
World Order. 

Instead of considering the allegations, Swanson burst into 
a tirade about Jones not having enough about God on his 
website and condemned him as a "Randian" individualist 
possessing an incorrect worldview. 

Just because God is not explicitly mentioned on a website 
in every story does not mean by definition that it is 
necessarily anti-God. Jones might simply have a purpose 
that transcends that of Swanson's more niche mission. 

Swanson's minion Dave Buehner mocked Jones by 
saying that information about God might be on the Prison 
Planet website but that conspiracy operatives might be 
suppressing it and that he was putting his tin foil hat back 
on. 

Swanson then summed up the worldview of those 
concerned with conspiracy theories as not believing in the 
sovereignty of God. Frankly, as a minister in the Orthodox 
Presbyterian Church, it is Swanson's peachy keen Post- or 
Amillenialism that incorrectly fails to assess the currents of 
history sweeping over us. 

God is always sovereign, but that does not mean He 
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always steps in to prevent Hell on earth. If Swanson's 
precious homeschooling is outlawed, does that mean he 
would just blithely accept it as "God's will"? If he and his 
children are sent to a prison camp, is he not going to resist 
since he condemned the characters in last summer's 
cinematic masterpiece "The Island" for having done so? 

Sure, some of the material on Jones’ website might 
provide an alternative perspective on current events. But 
unlike Swanson, Jones is not the one hypothesizing that 
young women should be discouraged from attending 
college or that Little House On The Prairie somehow 
suborns lesbianism. 

Makes you wonder who really is wearing the tinfoil hat 
after all. 


Guilty Until Proven Innocent: Virginia To 
Investigate Matriculators As Deviants 


In the commonwealth where Patrick Henry intoned, 
"Give me liberty or give me death" there is considerably 
less liberty to die for. 

A Virginia law is requiring colleges and universities in 
the Old Dominion to hand over the names and social 
security numbers of students to be checked against the 
jurisdiction's sex offender registry. 

While one can understand the need to keep the perverts 
away from little children, why does the state need to know 
if these sickos are enrolled in higher education? 

After all, the majority of those enrolled in these 
institutions are of the age of majority and are free to decide 
for themselves with whom they want to have conjugal 
relations as we are told ad nauseam by those on college 
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campuses dishing out the condoms and scrawling in chalk 
all over the sidewalks just how much they love their 
privates. 

If those engaged in these kinds of acts are so bad that 
authorities have a vested interest in keeping track of their 
whereabouts (as it is argued), why aren't they locked away 
with the key thrown away? 

Chief sponsor of the bill Kenneth W. Stolle told the 
Washington Post, “I've got two kids in college right now. 
You're going to have a... hard time explaining to me why 
my daughter is living next door to a sexual offender. My 
guess is every parent out there would have the same 
expectation that I do." 

Maybe if college-aged women dressed a bit more 
modestly and didn’t drink like fish, the vast majority would 
not have to worry all that much about these libidinous 
males. Many on the list are indeed violent from whom the 
innocent should be protected. However, since this rogues 
gallery of wandering hands now includes the non-violent, 
many are themselves simply victims of “he said, she said” 
where the so-called lady had second thoughts because the 
fellow saw no need to send flowers the next day since what 
he wanted had already been so freely given. 

Proponents of the law will argue that the law will inform 
administrators of potential offenders roaming their 
campuses. But is this about keeping the disturbed in check 
or simply yet another excuse to pry into the lives of average 
Americans? 

For if one is by nature prurient and obsessed with doing 
prurient things, why would one knowingly place oneself on 
the radar screen of those charged with overseeing the safety 
of those one desires to prey upon? One would simply roam 
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the campus without enrolling as a student. How does 
vetting students’ social security numbers (itself a 
questionable legal usage of these numerical identifiers) 
solve your problem there? 

We could protect society from the sexually deviant by 
conducting raids from house to house and hold random ID 
checks on the streets. Maybe we should get public officials 
on record where they stand on such invasions of privacy 
and why they are appreciably different than having the 
various children of the Beast in the form of the different 
government agencies and institutions transferring vast 
amounts of personal data back and form between one 
another. 

Those not enrolled in tertiary education thinking this 
does not involve them are in for a bit of a surprise. This 
same legislation also requires that, whenever a Virginia 
resident applies for a license or change of address, their 
name will also be checked against the registry. 

Unwilling to admit the existence of sin, personal guilt for 
these moral offenses has been diminished by reclassifying 
these misdeeds as behavioral disorders. So instead of 
making the errant shameful over what they have done, we 
rewrite the law so that we are all suspects standing in a 
single nationwide lineup. 
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School Meal Program Causes Imbalance In 
Delicate Family Ecology 


From ecology, it has been learned that a complex 
interplay of factors and forces results in the balance of 
nature that environmentalists insist can be easily thrown out 
of whack should any one of these readings stray too far 
from the optimal norms. As the pinnacle of the food chain, 
a number of these principles apply to human beings and 
their societies as well. 

For example, one of the strongest human desires is to 
copulate and produce children. These urges are kept in 
check by the responsibility of having to provide for and take 
care of the offspring that could potentially result from the 
physical intermingling of man and woman preferably in the 
context of binding matrimony. 

As such, most rational people discipline themselves to 
have no more children than they are capable of taking care 
of. However, Washington, D.C. Mayor Anthony Williams 
wants to upset the delicate balance by instituting a program 
where government school students in the city could receive 
three meals per day at government expense. 

Supporters say the program would “take a big step 
towards ending child hunger.” However, such a proposal 
hardly has the best interests of children at heart. 

For by taking over the task of procuring and distributing 
the nutritional allotments of some 20,000 children, the 
government is unhinging parenthood from one of the 
fundamental reasons for this most important of human 
undertakings. That is, of course, providing for the kids you 
yourself had the fun of making. 

Very few are going to have the courage to admit it, but 
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often the families enrolled in these assistance programs are 
rarely ever headed by model parents. Now being freed 
almost entirely of the burden of expending their energies 
tending to the progeny they do have, by no longer having to 
provide three meals a day, what is to prevent parents 
tottering along the edge of delinquency and neglect from 
either spending the money freed up by not having to pick up 
most of the family food tab during the week on luxuries 
they don’t deserve such as plasma screen TV’s and nose 
piercings or to revel in additional promiscuity resulting in 
additional babies they have no intentions of raising 
properly? 

Those wracked by the sex fever gripping our society will 
invoke their favorite refrain that it’s nobody’s business how 
those on public assistance conduct their lives. Maybe so if 
these people had kept their business to themselves and not 
come forward to suckle off the public teat with the same 
lack of discretion they exhibited in bedding multiple 
partners. But once these people come forward and admit 
they are unable to effectively run their own lives by 
demanding assorted forms of assistance despite not 
suffering from a crippling disability, these decisions become 
the business of all taxpayers. 

Another fundamental question few have the courage to 
ask in this overly communitarian age is why do the rest of 
us have to pay for other people’s kids to eat? Frankly, are 
these kids even starving? 

Though the American people have been duped into 
believing these meals are all that stand between the 
youngsters that receive them and malnutrition, that is not 
necessarily the case. For you see, in DC, students are 
eligible for free breakfasts irrespective of income. 
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Theoretically, citizens of modest means could end up 
financing the meals of the well-to-do such as members of 
Congress or successful interest group functionaries. Who’s 
to say the expanded program won’t invite all comers to dine 
at the government trough? 

Neither is the program simply about the bare nutrition 
needed to survive. With low cost stores such as Wal-Mart, 
Ald?’ s, Save-A-Lot and even Dollar Tree, there is no reason 
why any self-respecting parent can’t get some kind of food 
into their offsprings’ bellies. 

They might not eat like kings and their parents might 
have to delay getting that tattoo or the gold teeth they 
wanted, but to put it bluntly, no where are these luxuries 
guaranteed by the U.S. Constitution or the Declaration of 
Independence for those willing to provide for themselves. 
If they can work their tails in bars and nightclubs, they can 
work their hands on the jobsite or in the office. 

One of the most memorable lines ever uttered on the 
Simpsons (quite an accomplishment on this television 
classic with so many memorable moments) was set in the 
future when Lisa Simpson is President. Milhaus as 
presidential advisor says to her that the only thing school 
lunches and midnight basketball got us was a generation of 
supercriminals that didn’t requite sleep. 

In many ways, the human economy is as delicate and as 
beautiful as the natural environment. And like it, should 
any one of the components be unduly stimulated, the whole 
system faces the possibility of collapse with civilized man 
becoming yet another endangered species. 
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Don’t Do As I Do: 
Clinton Duplicity Continues Into The 21st 
Century 


As many age and grow saddened that the pleasures of 
this life diminish and are to soon come to an end, they often 
cope with this existential crisis by criticizing the young for 
behaviors they themselves use to participate in and wish for 
future generations lives of struggle and material 
deprivation. Normally, such disgruntled reflection provides 
a kind of psychological outlet through which to vent pent up 
frustrations and anxieties, however, it can be cause for 
concern when those making these kinds of complaints 
implement such ramblings as the foundation of public 
policy. 

According to WorldNetDaily.com, in a commencement 
address at Long Island University and in a speech before the 
U.S. Chamber of Commerce, Hillary Clinton declared to the 
youth of the nation that “work is not a four letter word” and 
that the young have a “sense of entitlement” having grown 
up in a “culture that has a premium on instant gratification”. 

Isn’t a Clinton the last one that should be lecturing us on 
the perils of instant gratification as the old man pretty much 
wrote the book on this behavioral pathology throughout the 
1990’s? However, it must be noted that what the Wicked 
Witch of the East is talking about is not so much the 
wastefulness and licentiousness endemic to the ruling elite. 
Rather such lamentation is the codespeak of revolutionary 
globalists that the American people enjoy too high a 
standard of living and must have Third World levels of 
squalor imposed upon them. 

For in justifying her comments, the battle ax continued, 
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“I just want to set the bar high because we are in a 
competition for the future.” Yet I wonder how much of her 
salary and book proceeds she is willing to forgo for the sake 
of national productivity. 

And it is highly doubtful she is speaking out against 
welfare recipients, the backbone of the contemporary 
Democratic Party. Rush Limbaugh observes in a quote in 
the WorldNetDaily account that Senator Clinton is 
sponsoring a bill to build 15,000 houses with high speed 
Internet for those on low income. 

It’s bad enough to build houses for the indolent at 
government expense, but how can you justify giving them 
high speed Internet? I ask the junior witch from New York 
who will be getting instant gratification under such a 
program without working for it? 

As the woman who just a few years ago realized “janitors 
are people to” as if this was some kind of breakthrough in 
the Grand Unified Theory, Hillary isn’t exactly in touch 
with those outside the New York/Washington loony bin. 
After all, her own spawn pulls down a six figure salary as a 
“consultant”, basically a position where she sits around 
doing nothing for which her primary qualification is having 
sprung from the loins of her progenitors. 

Apparently, Hillary fails to realize that, as politicians like 
her continue to expand education budgets to the point where 
almost anyone can acquire a degree irrespective of whether 
or not they actually deserve one in terms of aptitude, the 
value of an education has been diminished to such an extent 
that pursuing a degree provides the recipient with little 
economic advantage. College graduates today barely 
qualify for jobs --- if the positions have not already been 
shipped overseas --- that used to be filled by high school 
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graduates. Eventually, Americans will need a Ph.D. in 
Economics just to say, “Hi, welcome to Wal-Mart.” 

Maybe since Hillary has lived high on the hog for so 
long, it’s time she gave back to the community and all that 
other it takes a village drivel and herself partake of that 
low-paid menial labor the rest of us are supposed to be 
content with. 

It seems she is not the only Clinton having done one 
thing and imposed something else on what to them are the 
lesser classes of the human race. Apart from his whoring 
around, one of the things Bill Clinton was most famous for 
was his love of nutritionally ambiguous snacks. However, 
if this former President no longer in office has his way, he 
will hold unprecedented power over what children in public 
schools will be allowed to ingest. No doubt such totalitarian 
conditioning will make them fit little minions of the New 
World Order in that not only will they have lean bodies fit 
for all kinds of public project slave labor but also be of 
diminished critical capacity unaccustomed to questioning 
what is demanded of them since they will have been 
conditioned that it is their place to pliantly accept the 
decisions made for their lives by those claiming to be their 
betters. 

According to an accord hashed out between the Alliance 
For A Healthier Generation (an entente consisting of the 
William J. Clinton Foundation and the American Heart 
Association) and Cadbury Schwepps, Coca-Cola, PepsiCo, 
and the American Beverage Association, only low calorie 
and nutritious drinks are to be sold in the nation’s public 
schools. So while Bill Clinton spent a goodly portion of his 
Presidency shoving sweet things into his mouth and into the 
mouths of others (some while on their knees under the desk 
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in the Oval Office where Reagan wouldn’t even remove his 
suit coat much less unzip his pants), if these captains of 
industry and institutional eleemosynary have their way, 
school children will be denied the decision regarding what 
far less offensive syrupy substances they may take into the 
human body. 

Those hoodwinked by all the hype about an obesity 
epidemic relieved that someone has stepped forward to 
address this alleged crisis have missed the point. In case 
some have forgotten or prefer to live in a liberal 
fantasyland, Bill Clinton is not the President anymore. 
Shouldn’t he be out building houses for the homeless or 
something? 

Is it just me or is anyone else as disturbed as I am that 
unelected personalities not even in the government 
responsible to no one are able to exert such control over the 
lives of average Americans as to what we’ll be having for 
lunch? Shouldn’t the free market influenced by the 
decisions of individual consumers determine what is on the 
menu? 

Those still not convinced will respond that the concordat 
only affects public school cafeterias and vended snacks. 
Students are perfectly free to bring their own junk food 
from home. 

Maybe so for now. But once the initial details are 
worked out, what is to stop Clinton and his minions from 
conspiring together and issuing an edict that henceforward 
food manufacturers will only produce healthy foods such as 
beansprouts and seaweed? Furthermore, few will be left to 
resist such a decree as most will have been conditioned 
since childhood that theirs is not to reason why but to 
submit cheerfully to the plans both mundane and grandiose 
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of the vaunted overlords. 

Those that fail to learn from history are doomed to repeat 
it. America has yet to fully recover from it’s last go-a-round 
with the Clintons. I doubt the country could take much 
more with Hillary in the White House and Bill free to 
impose his will upon the nation and the world beyond as 
either a private sector powerhouse or as even Secretary 
General of the United Nations, as some have proposed, and 
still retain what little liberty we have remaining. 


Trendy Village Seeks To Banish The Pleasingly 
Plump 


According to reports, a trendy Chicago suburb voted “the 
sexiest suburb in America” may be on the verge of 
banishing from its venues of commerce those not 
conforming to arbitrarily contrived body aesthetics. 

Lane Bryant, a retailer known for marketing clothing to 
full-sized women, has been denied the opportunity to open a 
store in a development called “The Village Of Oak Park”. 

Before the hypercapitalists decide to slit my throat as 
they are wont to do whenever anyone dares to question a 
decision made by big business, it must be noted that the 
decision to deny Lane Bryant the retail space was not made 
by a private sector firm or entrepreneur. Rather the decision 
was made by the committee managing the village, an entity 
quasi-governmental in nature. 

The bureaucratic mouthpiece for the community 
association told the press that, “Lane Bryant is not the kind 
or quality of shop that is desired for development,” and, 
“We want a more broad based retailer benefiting the village, 
rather than a niche market.” 
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In other words, “Fat chicks, keep out.” For unless the 
Village --- a term as almost as nauseating as COMMUNITY 
as it is usually invoked by an insular elite out to 
micromangage the lives of those residing in a particular 
locality --- is planning to open a Wal-Mart or a Target 
(places these Communitarian types despise even more than 
the overweight), by definition the retailer would otherwise 
serve a niche market. 

For example, does Oak Park Village plan to offer a men’s 
clothier? By default, such an establishment would be niche 
because of excluding women’s garments. Does the Village 
plan to have an electronics store? By definition, wouldn’t 
that be a niche retailer since it would not sell groceries? 

The rich and snooty thinking it is their place to tell us 
poor working slobs how to live and how we are not quite as 
good as they are since the names slapped across our 
rearends didn’t cost quite as much as theirs will look down 
their elevated noses and claim that what I describe above 
has nothing to do with niche retailing. Rather a broad- 
based retailer would provide raiment for members of the 
retailer’s targeted genders. 

Maybe so, but the person slightly above “average” in size 
can hardly ever find attractrive clothes in these places 
catering to the malnourished and emaciated. One is often 
more likely to find the Holy Grail than a decent shoe above 
a size 12 in many of these establishments. 

In a Chicago Tribune account of the dispute, it is claimed 
that Villagistas banished Lane Bryant because there was 
already a place reserved for a full size specialty store. So 
what? 

Is it really the place of a municipal authority or even a 
residential association to make such economic decisions? 
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Consumers should be the ones to decide whether the market 
can bear two merchants appealing to a similar demographic. 
If it cannot, one will eventually fold opening space for a 
new establishment; if it can, consumers will be all the better 
off as both venues will compete for customer dollars 
through either discounts or choices of selection. 

All local authorities should do is to make sure the area 
surrounding the mall is crime free and to eagerly take in any 
tax revenue to accrue from otherwise free and unfettered 
commerce. However, it is this idea of consumer choice that 
the proponents of the “New Urbanism” cannot really stand 
as they use their cloak of diversity to impose a mandatory 
conformity. 

Many advocating this perspective on public planning are 
appalled at the idea of the cinema multiplex where 
moviegoers have a selection of motion pictures to choose 
from. To the Communitarians, we are to have a limited 
media so that we are all exposed to the same thing and thus 
have community thrust upon us through a uniformity of 
thought. Seems choice is only to be allowed when 
promiscuous vixens decide to have their unborn children 
hacked to pieces. 

Today, Oak Park Village conspires to retain its distinction 
as “sexiest suburb” by taking steps to ensure that all those 
fat people the anti-obesity racket has labeled “unsightly and 
unattractive” use these facilities ata minimum. What is to 
prevent them from banning such people all together? 

Don’t laugh. Shu Bartholomew hosts an informative 
webcast called “On The Commons Radio” that catalogs 
episode after episode the abuses of power and unbelievably 
petty bylaws endemic to the system of homeowner 
associations sweeping across the United States like a plague 
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of locusts devouring all the liberties stranded in their path. 

On her guest appearance on Freedom 21 Santa Cruz, 
another eye opening broadcast warning of the dangers of 
contemporary community planning and the like, Shu 
detailed the plight of one homeowner that had to have the 
family dog weighed periodically to ensure that the canine 
did not go a few ounces over the weight stipulated for pets 
in the residential association regulations. 

What is to stop a similar law or regulation from being 
promulgated that people over a certain size are not 
permitted to live in a particular housing development? 
Ridiculous, those of limited perspective might snap. 

But is it? Already various community development 
authorities are manipulating the rules of the game to attract 
the kinds of people they want to allow into their own little 
versions of utopia. 

For example, in Hyattsville, Maryland, subsidized 
housing is being set aside for so-called “struggling-artists” 
even though hardly anyone else either can afford the 
dilapidated housing ranging from $300,000 to $500,000 
with tax bills over $3000 a year. As Dolly Parton use to 
quip regarding her own appearance, it sure costs a lot to 
look so cheap. Another program paid for at public expense 
around the country gives preferential mortgages to teachers. 

Neither artists nor teachers make that much less than us 
common folks and are often found on the more shiftless 
end of the labor spectrum. If anything, the members of 
these respective occupational classes given over to the 
radicalism infecting much of the intelligentsia have done 
the most to subvert this great nation over the past few 
decades. 

Those favoring the malnourished look wouldn’t really 
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need to be all that openly hostile initially in their campaign 
to banish the portly from these oases of optimal nutrition 
and fitness. In the name of health, municipalities and 
residential associations could enact rules demanding those 
living in a certain area participate in COMMUNITY 
exercise programs and those caught snacking on certain 
foods or weighing over a certain amount could be forced to 
pay a fine (or as such assessments are called in the Owellian 
lexicon) an additional fee. 

Already the White House is conspiring to measure the 
urinary byproducts of dope in various sewer systems around 
the nation. I am sure some clever chemist could devise 
some kind of test to determine what kinds of snack foods 
are being excreted by the eating public. 

Once Americans have been conditioned to accept 
increased dietary oversight, additional measures could 
eventually be introduced. For example, those refusing to 
comply with the promulgated standards of body aesthetics 
in reference to weight despite incurring the established 
financial disincentives could be relocated to cellulite 
liquidation centers where, of course, they would never be 
heard from again. 

Some might laugh and say that in America such action 
would never be taken against those failing to abide by such 
arbitrary standards. At one time, the very same people said 
a government agency would never tell a property manager 
what retailer might set up shop in a private facility or seize 
a beloved home that’s been in a family for generations just 
to placate the influential as evident in the threat posed be 
eminent domain. 
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Statue Of Liberty No Longer A Symbol Of 
Freedom 


For over a century, the Statue of Liberty stood in New 
York Harbor proudly extolling American values to the 
world, even doing so defiantly in the face of those finding 
this country an affront to their despotic aspirations and 
morays. However, as factions within the government 
conspire to use the war on terror as a smokescreen behind 
which to continue the transformation of the American 
people into docile minions of conformity, it seems Lady 
Liberty no longer stands quite so bravely because her 
caretakers compel her to cower before the forces of evil 
from both within and without this great nation. 

Since the 9/11 attacks in 2001, access to the statue has 
been curtailed and severely limited. The interior of the 
landmark was closed for nearly three years following the 
terrorist incident. And as with other aspects of American 
life, from that day forward the tragedy was invoked as an 
excuse one could not question without having one’s 
patriotism assailed to keep the upper reaches of the statue 
off limits in perpetuity. 

In 2004, the Park Service begrudgingly reopened parts of 
the complex. However, to symbolize our status as pawns of 
the totalist state, visitors are only allowed now to go as high 
as the pedestal on which Lady Liberty stands. 

Such a limitation brings to mind one or two apt 
metaphors. 

First, one might say being forced to stop beneath the 
statue’s feet is comparable to Orwell’s symbol representing 
the future of a boot forever pressing down around the neck 
of mankind. Second, being forced to look up Lady 
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Liberty’s skirt at where her unmentionables would be if she 
was a real dame reminds freedom loving people everywhere 
of the numerous perverts holding elected and bureaucratic 
office that derive a voyeuristic pleasure rummaging through 
metaphorical underwear drawers all in the name of 
homeland security in pursuit of information to which these 
authorities have no right or legitimate purpose. 

After the Bible, probably one of the best sources of 
insight into human nature is none other than “The 
Simpsons“. In one scene fraught with prophetic 
implications that one had to laugh at or you’d end up crying 
because deep down you just know that someday it will 
probably come true, giant robots reminiscent of the 
Sentinels from the X-Men were shown whipping tourists (or 
prisoners since with the amount of surveillance these days 
in public places it is increasingly difficult to make the 
distinction) as they file past the Capitol and Washington 
Monument. 

If the American people are to be forbidden from enjoying 
Lady Liberty to her fullest, then why should we be 
compelled to pay for her upkeep? For as a holding of the 
National Park Service, isn’t the statue maintained for the 
enjoyment of the American people? 

If not, just go ahead and sell her altogether to the highest 
bidder like some barroom floozy as was predicted on an 
episode of Dark Angel. At least that way we’ll be done 
with the hypocrisy. 

To shame those opposed to open borders, those locked 
behind their gated communities and walled estates in need 
of an unending stream of cheap illegal labor tell us, if the 
Statue of Liberty is to continue as a beloved symbol of the 
United States, immigration must continue unabated. 
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Ironically, had those coming to our shores (who actually 
wanted to be Americans unlike the immigrants of today) 
had caved so easily to their fears in a manner similar to that 
which these very same elites counsel in reaction to 
terrorism, they would have never come here in the first 
place. 

Don’t we owe it to their memory to keep access to the 
Statue of Liberty as free as her name implies? 


Crash Course In Classroom Collectivism 


Each year as the school year gets underway, I write a 
column about the mandatory communalism that takes place 
in numerous schools across the country where unsuspecting 
students and parents are forced to surrender their supplies to 
educational authorities, deemed by the state to be of 
superior enlightenment than those actually acquiring the 
school supplies, for redistribution as these demagogic 
pedagogues see fit. While satisfying to write as there are 
few topics as visceral as one’s school experiences and the 
attachment one has to one’s possessions, somehow these 
most debated of my epistles somehow felt incomplete as 
they primarily dealt with a symptom rather than the 
underlying disease. For the socialistic communitarians that 
have infiltrated the public school system and taken it over 
for the most part do not primarily want your paper and 
pencils. The thing the really lust over are the hearts and 
minds of your children. 

Usually, those concerned about the state of the public 
school system are told that if they don’t like how things are 
run, they are perfectly free to withdraw their children and 
pursue private or home-based alternatives to their liking. 
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Overall, better advice could not be given; however, in the 
years and decades ahead such wisdom will prove to be 
charmingly naive and old fashioned. 

For if things continue along their current path, there will 
probably be a day when it will be against the law to educate 
one’s offspring in anything but a state-run school. Already 
devotees of secularism and radicalism are laying down the 
perceptual framework necessary to bring about the 
paradigm shift as to whom has the ultimate authority over 
the minds of the young. 

Some opposed to parents having the final say over the 
education of children won’t come out and say so directly. 
Rather, the subversions of the traditional family are often 
dressed in altruistic platitudes about socialization and 
COMMUNITY. 

Often communal and anti-individualistic in their 
epistemological orientation, such critics claim that 
homeschooling should not be curtailed so much for the 
proverbial “sake of the children” but rather for the benefit 
of the government schools themselves. According to a May 
16, 2003 FoxNews.com story titled “Parents Fight 
Government To Homeschool” by Trace Gallagher, “Many 
say that as more parents pull their kids out of public 
schools, confidence quickly erodes and has a domino effect 
on other public policy issues.” 

In other words, liberals are afraid that, if children learn to 
think for themselves, they will do for themselves later on 
and the cycle of dependency on the state will be 
significantly diminished if not broken all together. As a 
parent, one’s responsibility is to the well being of one’s own 
children, not to the budgetary ego of some petty bureaucrat. 
For as the Fox News story concludes, “...the issue is about 
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money --- every home-schooled child means fewer dollars 
in the public school budget.” 

As such, those opposed to educational freedom will go 
out of their way to shame and penalize parents and students 
for leaving the system. Some enemies of mental liberty 
even suggest parents not feeding their children to the public 
beast are guilty of child abuse. Back in 2003, 
WorldNetDaily.com ran a story about a proposed law in 
California that had the potential to outlaw homeschooling 
by criminalizing parents of the “habitually truant” defined 
as five unexcused absences 

This proposal was a concern since, under certain 
interpretations of California law, parents without a teaching 
credential homeschooling their children could be construed 
as operating outside the law. According to 
WorldNetDaily.com, in 2000 in the Berkeley Unified 
School District, truancy charges were brought against 
several families who withdrew their children from the 
public system despite the fact that the parents had properly 
filed all the necessary paperwork to establish a legitimate 
homeschool under the law. 

Some might dismiss such legislative posturing as the 
kind of kookiness for which California is renowned around 
the world. Unfortunately, such radicalism is embraced by a 
broad swath of liberal leaders. 

For example, economist Robert Reich, according to the 
Chalcedon Foundation Report article titled “A Quiet Threat 
To Homeschooling”, believes that the state should force 
homeschool parents to teach their children values at odds 
with those held by the parents. Reich, staying true to his 
name bringing to minds thoughts of totalist control, claims 
that the state has a compelling interest in allowing students 
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the opportunity to select a way of life abhorred by the 
parents. And if the parents do not agree to this, Reich 
believes, they should be compelled to send their offspring to 
public school by court order (and thus under the following 
corollary of at the end of a barrel of a gun since anything 
the state requires ultimately has the threat of force backing 
it up). 

Children have pretty much always had the right to chuck 
what their parents taught them into the philosophical waste 
basket. It’s usually called turning 18 or 21. And unless a 
provision has been added to the Patriot Act outlawing 
libraries altogether like something out of Ray Bradbury 
rather than simply allowing some government hack to 
snoop through our checkout records, children will have 
every opportunity they need to hoe their own path at that 
point in their lives. 

Mind you, while the likes of Robert Reich think that 
public educators have their right to have their way with the 
minds of your children to such an extent that would make 
Michael Jackson blush, at no time will children indentured 
to the state have the right to formulate a system of values at 
variance with those espoused by the public schools while 
under the auspices of the public schools. 

For example, while homeschoolers favoring creation 
science as their preferred theory as to the origins of the 
cosmos might be compelled to teach evolution or face 
having their children snatched as if the parents were 
common crack addicts, so-called “educators” and their 
ACLU taskmasters have gone out of their way to promote 
the perception that only the materialist conception of reality 
can be presented as part of the science curricula. 
Conversely, parents with children in the public schools 
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believing that monogamous marriage is the only legitimate 
human relationship through which to enjoy conjugal 
affections have been told by judges hardly worthy of the 
silk in their robes ruled that parents with children in the 
public schools do not have the right to exempt their 
offspring from the perversions these scholastic pederasts 
seek to cram down the throats of unsuspecting students. 

Even liberals less blatantly secular than Robert Reich and 
the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals are edging ever closer to 
implementing the policy that any schools other than public 
schools are child abuse. Ordained minister and former 
public servant Andrew Young, in a bit of oratory that would 
probably make his mentor Martin Luther King role over in 
his grave, was recorded by the 3/18/04 edition of the 
Montgomery Sentinel as saying of parents pursuing private 
education for their children, “You are socially retarded and 
you ought to have better sense than to do something like 
that.” 

Young claims private schools are a waste of money and 
deprive the young of opportunities to enhance their 
leadership abilities by not exposing pupils to the broadest 
possible swath of people and circumstances. But what 
exactly are the leadership abilities Young alluded to? 

Obviously not those classic schoolroom disciplines of 
readin’, writin’ and ‘rithmetic. In Prince George’s County, 
Maryland (just one county over from where Young 
delivered his comments), according to the 10/20/03 Prince 
George s Journal, in the southern portion of that county (an 
area of the jurisdiction lit with the type of diversity 
propagandists such as Young like to rub the noses of the 
American people in) only 36% of third graders were 
proficient in reading and only 38% of eight graders were 
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assessed as such. 

Maybe Rev. Young was not referring to those skills us 
half-wit private school graduates thought school was 
primarily convened to convey. Maybe he was alluding to 
the following behavior displayed by the young scholars 
elaborated below since such skills should do them well as 
members of Congress and the like. 

According to Gazette.net in a story posted on May 24, 
2005, four students at Wheaton High School (in the same 
county where Young delivered the speech in which he 
labeled as retarded [a put-down most give up by later 
elementary]) surrounded the desk of a female student and 
touched her inappropriately. However, a study by 
University of Wales Professor Leslie J. Francis featured in 
the May 5, 2005 ThisIsLondon.com concluded that 62% of 
boys in private Christian schools believed sex outside of 
marriage was wrong while only 13% educated at non- 
Christian schools believed the same way. 

I ask you, if this young woman really was violated in the 
way she described (as nowadays spurned females as 
reprobate as the young males prowling the hallways of the 
nation’s public schools are not themselves above concocting 
such reputation-shattering rumors when they don’t get what 
they want), what group of young people would parents want 
her to be around? If being pawed over and felt up like a 
slab of supermarket beef is what Young has in mind when 
he says, “Your children will learn more sociology from bad 
kids than they will from European sociologists,” that is one 
lesson our children should not have to learn. Young is 
perfectly free to hand over his own daughters and 
granddaughters for such “hands on learning” if he so 
desires, but most decent people take their responsibilities as 


98 


parents a bit more seriously. 

Contrary to Young’s contention that parents have the 
obligation to cultivate “The sensitivity to problems we’re 
going to have to deal with all our lives” (code words for 
increased welfare and racial preferences for minorities) the 
first order of duty of any parent is to protect their own 
children from the physical dangers and moral filth 
permeating our culture. You are not expected to take up the 
cause of every whelp rambling down the street; that is the 
responsibility of their own parents. 

From Young’s insinuation and innuendos, you’d expect 
home and private schooled kids to be sitting on their hands 
rocking back and forth drooling on themselves as if they 
were in some Eastern European orphanage. However, such 
young people are not the ones filling prisons, clogging our 
welfare roles, and pumping out out of wedlock babies as 
often as those on Metamucil run to the restroom. 

So what if private and homeschool graduates aren’t as 
sociable (a fancy Ivy League word used nowadays as a 
euphemism to characterize a willingness to participate in 
various forms of deviancy)? So long as they aren’t getting 
public handouts, why is it any of the government’s business 
how such young people spend their time? 

Even if objective assessments such as standardized tests 
measuring acquired knowledge rather than social opinions, 
competitions such as Spelling/Geography bees, and the 
accomplishments of those educated in this fashion in terms 
of books published, businesses opened, and scholastic 
prizes won are proof of the superiority of non-statist 
education, woe unto the public official daring to suggest 
that private schools with a solid religious foundation might 
be able to accomplish some good that the public schools 
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cannot. 

For example, back in 2003, then Secretary of Education 
Rod Paige dared to suggest that the reason Christian schools 
appeared to be growing was the result of their strong value 
system not found in their public counterparts as a result of 
these government institutions insisting that no form of 
morality is better than any other. For enunciating his own 
preference, numerous liberals condemned Paige for daring 
to believe that what he believes might be better than what 
those that claim there are no better beliefs believe. 

But by condemning someone that believes that what they 
believe is better than what others believe (whether you like 
it or not) aren’t you saying that what you believe is better 
than what the other person believes? For if all views really 
are equal and you condemn someone for not believing that, 
aren’t you saying that the belief that there are no superior 
beliefs is actually a superior belief? 

Exposing the lunacy of those out to undermine parental 
control of education should be just as easy. Thing is, one 
has to make an effort at doing so. 

Within the Southern Baptist Convention, one group has 
counseled that parents should remove their children from 
public schools in favor of either Christian or homeschools. 
However, other voices with just as much sway within the 
nation’s largest Protestant denomination have coalesced 
around a counter claim that Christian parents are somehow 
obligated to send their children to public school since these 
are an untapped mission field. 

Leading the charge in 2004 was none other than Franklin 
Graham. At the time, Graham told the Convention, “One 
important forum where American believers must share their 
faith is in the public schools. Instead of withdrawing from 
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public schools, Christians should train their children to 
share the Gospel with their non-Christian classmates.” 

Having spent much of his ministerial career assisting 
believers and the downtrodden in the heck-holes of the 
Earth such as parts of Africa, the Graham lad certainly has a 
heart for mission work. However, he decided upon this 
calling freely as an adult and did not have it thrust upon him 
against his better judgment by denominational luminaries. 

One would not send a child to face fanatical Muslims on 
their own turf. Then why should we send such youngsters 
into the hovels of the Humanists? For though they are not 
quite as violent as the Islamofascists, they are just as intent 
on ensnaring the minds of your children with their 
damnable ideology. 

Franklin continues, “I want to see at least one child in 
every class in America who is trained as a witness for Jesus 
Christ.” Frankly, the primary duty of parents is not to 
please Franklin Graham but to do what is in the best 
interests of their own children. 

It’s nice that it would make Franklin Graham happy to 
see an outspoken Christian youngster in every public school 
classroom across America. Since such would provide him 
considerable delight, will he be there for these kids when 
things go south? As the son of a Christian celebrity and 
now one in his own right, Franklin Graham does not have to 
worry about losing his livelihood or the custody of his 
children should he decide to exercise his God-given right to 
express his faith publicly as might happen these days in a 
climate were allegations of abuse fly and are believed so 
easily. 

As a single voice (influential as he might be), Franklin 
Graham would not have all that much sway. However, one 
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might contend that Franklin’s position rather than the 
alternative of withdrawal from the public system is the 
prevailing attitude among many SBC leaders. 

According to Graddy Arnold of GetTheKidsOut.org in a 
Dec 22, 2002 Agape Press story titled “SBC Pastor: Biased 
Mission Board Ignores Public Schools’ Reverse 
Evangelism’, the Southern Baptist Convention’s North 
American Mission Board insinuates homeschooled students 
lack “adult contact” (I guess Deborah LeFay can’t get her 
hands on such virile youngsters), exhibit “lack of 
socialization” (less likely to go boozing or at least less 
likely to go along with the group for the sake of the group 
as is occurring in many contemporary churches where the 
leadership structure is based more on personality than the 
Bible), and that “public schools have produced leaders in 
every arena of public life” (usually occupational 
advancement is not based on what you know but who you 
know or whom you’ ve brown-nosed and the thieving 
overclass is simply likely to promote to their ranks those of 
a similar ethical background to themselves). 

It has been said (a piece of wisdom attributed often to 
Lincoln) that the philosophy of the classroom in one 
generation will be the philosophy of government in the 
next. From the degree of collectivism being pushed on the 
nation’s youths, it won’t be long until Communism will 
once again be the predominant ideological threat of the 
foreseeable future and just not some best-forgotten 
historical nightmare. 
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Communitarian Fools & Their Money Soon 
Parted 


In a classic Simpsons’ moment, at their show’s equivalent 
of Disney World dedicated to the parodies of Tom and Jerry 
known as Itchy and Scratchy, a giddy Homer is duped into 
trading his money for the amusement park’s imitation play 
currency which can’t be spent on anything at the park. The 
scene is humorous in that only Homer would be among 
those stupid enough to fall for such a scheme. 

At one time, it used to be a sign of discernment if the 
prudent citizen was not taken in by such snake oil. 
However, if a bunch of grubby beatniks have their way, 
one’s willingness to fall for such nonsense will serve as a 
measure of one’s devotion to and support of the 
COMMUNITY. 

According to the June 2006 Hyattsville Life & Times, the 
cities of Hyattsville, Mount Rainier, and Brentwood will be 
acquiring a local currency to be called the “Anacostia 
Hour”. Those hoodwinked into accepting this tender can 
use it to purchase goods from businesses part of the 
program and even pay employees “willing” to accept this 
glorified monopoly money. 

The purpose of this dubious means of exchange as stated 
in the Hyattsville Life & Times is to “keep people shopping 
in the local community.” Maybe if a given municipality 
had stores worth shopping at or free from the dregs of 
humanity prowling the aisles of such establishments, 
residents wouldn’t mind spending their regular money in 
the area. But bigshots in these here parts insist upon either 
“high end retailers” or idiosyncratic specialty merchants 
selling novelty junk common folks have little need of. 
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Furthermore, in a market economy, it is not the business 
of any collection of individuals from where I acquire goods 
and provisions classified as legitimate in a free society. For 
while these proposals are often packaged in terms of civic 
enthusiasm, they are merely contrived guises for exerting 
additional control over the American people. 

For example, way back in the cybernetic dark ages in 
response to a letter to the editor I had written regarding a 
local issue, one disgruntled neighbor wrote in the response 
that they shopped in the COMMUNITY (no doubt a dig 
against the distinct Wal-Mart bags they had seen my family 
get out of the trunk on various occasions) and that they 
gladly offered up their children for indoctrination at the 
local elementary school (a slur regarding my own private 
education). From the tone of the indignant epistle, one 
might conclude that the author believed I should have had 
my freedom of speech and other civil protections abridged 
for not prostrating myself before the radical whims of the 
neighborhood. 

By implementing an alternative currency, residents 
gullible enough to literally buy into the program will be 
further conditioned into accepting the notion that the era of 
the individual making their own decisions for themselves is 
coming to an end. The traditional system of morality will 
no longer be determined by reference to eternal values but 
rather by a consensus arrived at by the leaders of the 
COMMUNITY. 

I am not making this up out of nothing. The motto to be 
emblazoned upon this lucre will be “In each other we trust.” 

So instead of looking to God to get us through the trials 
and travails of life, we are supposed to rely on the drunken 
wife beater down the street or around the corner. That will 
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sure provide a sense of comfort when you are laying there 
on your deathbed. 

At this point in our cultural development, this little game 
is confined to the self-congratulatory leftists that usually get 
a kick out of such lunacies. However, it won’t be so cute 
when the program is made mandatory for the rest of us. 

During the Great Depression, businesses participating in 
the National Recovery Administration were given an 
insignia with an eagle on it to display in the window. 
Eventually, this symbol became so pervasive that some 
Christians thought it might be the Mark of the Beast 
foretold in the Book of Revelation. 

Likewise, those persons and businesses accepting the 
new currency in lieu of the old could receive assorted 
privileges and incentives from the overseeing authorities. 
Conversely, those refusing to participate could be 
financially reprimanded or penalized. 

But even more importantly, by transitioning the residents 
of a specific region onto a local currency, the ability of the 
residents to travel beyond their own area could be 
effectively curtailed by requiring them to go through a 
lengthy administrative procedure to get their tender 
converted from the specie utilized by the COMMUNITY to 
that utilized for transactions outside the primary residential 
unit. This way, authorities would be able to cut down on 
what it deemed to be unnecessary travel and wasteful 
economic transactions. And residents will no doubt be 
discouraged from undertaking any unauthorized activities 
for no other reason than the bureaucratic hassle they will 
have to be put through. 

Already in urban design circles it is common practice to 
set into motion disincentives for the use of the automobile. 
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Aspiring architects and engineers cut their professional 
teeth in many college classes across the nation where they 
learn to design vehicle-free university campuses. And on an 
episode of Freedom 21 Santa Cruz, it was observed that the 
American people are to be conditioned into no longer 
viewing travel and movement as a freedom but rather as a 
privilege. 

Some witty minds might quip what’s the difference 
between a local currency and the Federal Reserve notes we 
have been persuaded to settle all debts public and private 
with. Technically, not all that much since both are useless 
pieces of paper.. But until Americans can pay the extortive 
taxation being extracted from them with this new money, no 
more regard should be given to it than used bathroom tissue 
once it is sent on its merry way. 


A Review Of Puritan Adventure By Lois Lenski 


In many Evangelical Christian circles, the time of the 
Puritans is looked back upon almost as a golden age in 
American History. However, upon reading Puritan 
Adventure by Lois Lenski, most will conclude that, while 
the period might be a nice place to visit, they wouldn’t want 
to live there. 

Puritan Adventure centers around the widowed Charity 
Cummings coming to the Massachusetts Bay Colony to live 
with her sister’s family. Unaccustomed to the more austere 
New England life, she serves as a colorful foil through 
which to view the nuances and complexities of colonial 
Puritan existence. 

Noted for speaking her mind and for what to the Puritans 
seems her flamboyant mode of dress, Charity becomes a bit 
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of a thorn in the side of community authorities. Charity’s 
more easy-going nature is contrasted throughout the story 
with the sterner outlook of a number of the Puritan settlers, 
particularly the so-called “Tithing Men” charged with the 
business of getting into other people’s business in the name 
of proper behavior and decorum. 

While many Evangelicals today pine away claiming they 
long for the kind of close-knit sense of community 
characterizing Puritan life, from the incidents depicted in 
this researched narrative, it is doubtful few of us would find 
their way of life all that enjoyable. For example, town 
officials enforce the ban on Christmas and the Tithing Men 
chastise children along the street daring to whistle because, 
“Knowest thou not that running will scandalize good folk 
(104)?” 

Some will probably think Lenski fabricated her depiction 
of the Puritans from her own imagination. However, in the 
forward she carefully documents that much of her story is 
based upon assorted original sources and she includes an 
ample bibliography at the end. 

Of her sources, Lenski writes, “I have incorporated in my 
story many quotations taken from early New England 
writers. It is these phrases, so rich and suggestive, in the 
original sources, which give this long-past age a glow of 
reality and truth. In them we hear our founders speak, 
think, and act. They are the rightful heritage of American 
children (page XI).” Lenski also does a service to history 
by pointing out that, while the Puritans seem unduly harsh 
to us, in their time Christmas was marked by drunken 
bawdiness and in terms of severity Puritans were “soft” on 
crime as they had only ten crimes punishable by death 
whereas England had nearly thirty. 
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In her trial before town authorities for introducing the 
children to Christmas, Shrovetide, and May Day, in her 
defense Charity Cummings says, “We came to this fair land 
to build a new world, a New England. If I then look back to 
the Old, if I remind you of the life we lived there, ‘tis 
because I wish to preserve the best in the old ways for a 
goodly heritage. So away with Old England’s wrongs, I beg 
you, but hold fast to its good, and make your new world the 
richer (215-216).” Likewise, we as their descendants 
should not dismiss the Puritans in their entirety but rather 
retain from them those dispositions that have withstood the 
test of time while guarding against those darker tendencies 
that in various forms have plagued mankind throughout all 
of recorded history and not just among the Puritans. 

Taken by itself, Puritan Adventure does not paint a 
complete picture of the pivotal contributions to the 
American way of life made by this sect. However, when 
studied alongside other introductory sources such as 
Pilgrims & Puritans by James and Lincoln Collier, the 
reader will have a good understanding of these complicated 
Forefathers. 


Ovid Need Needs To Mind His Own Business 


Though the sermon “Long Range New Covenant 
Thinking: Early Marriage” by Ovid Need available at 
SermonAudio.com does a commendable job of explicating 
the passages regarding dominion over creation and of 
expounding the need to train children for family life, it uses 
these passages as cover to impose personal opinion as 
revealed doctrine. 

According to Need, the sincere Christian desiring to 
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fulfill God’s will weds at an early age. As proof, Need cites 
the passage in Proverbs 5:18 saying, “Let thy fountain be 
blessed: and rejoice with the wife of thy youth” and notes 
that in Bible times often people were married by the age of 
eighteen for boys and sometimes as young as thirteen for 
girls. He conveniently fails to point out the abysmally low 
life expectancy prevalent in ancient times. 

Part of the reason for this decree in favor of adolescent 
matrimony (perhaps not that young but one must wonder if 
Need is going to suggest we slavishly adhere to ancient 
Judaic practices and in his own comments insinuates 30 is 
too old to have not yet wed) is to curb the evil tendency in 
the male towards (ominous drum roll, please) --- 
INDEPENDENCE. Heaven forbid one enjoy a period in life 
without nagging. 

In the sermon, Need criticizes those with a more 
“dispensationalist” perspective for overlooking those 
passages of Scripture that do not mesh with their own 
diminished theologies. One might argue he himself is guilty 
of the same shortcoming he warns against. 

For while there are passages mentioning marriage in 
youth, there are just as many examples of those in the Bible 
marrying in “old age” (as Need might categorize the period 
in the figure’s existential chronology in which the figure 
entered matrimony) or outright warnings against marriage. 
For example, Isaac was forty when he married and Boaz 
insinuates that he is no spring chicken when Ruth comes 
onto him. 

Other passages indicate one is better off remaining single 
than to marry the wrong person and end up with a shrew of 
a mate. Both Proverbs 21:9 and Proverbs 25:24 (thus 
indicating the importance of the warning if God is going to 
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take His time and mention it twice in the pages of holy writ) 
intone it is better to live on the corner of a roof than in a 
house with a brawling wife (and it is just as true with such a 
husband). 

Yet another interesting passage can be found in Matthew 
24 which extols, “And woe unto them that are with child, 
and to them that give suck in those days!” While no man 
knows the day or the hour of the Lord’s return, only a fool 
would deny that things are not waxing worse and worse in 
accord with II Timothy 3:13, thus making it so difficult to 
raise a family in such a setting that it might be best if people 
not marry all together if they believe that to be the prudent 
course of action. 

However, as a Postmillenialist, Rev Need cannot afford 
to admit that things are getting worse. For his 
eschatological hermeneutic compels him to believe that 
things will be getting better and better as Christ cannot 
return until after the Church ushers in the Kingdom of God 
here on Earth. Frankly, such a development would itself be 
a nightmare as mankind is not able of implementing a 
perfect anything. The best we can hope for is a setting that 
attempts to create an equilibrium between individual 
privacy and the common good with the realization that the 
institutions used to uphold the common good are capable of 
undermining the very liberties they were intended to 
uphold. 
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World Falls Into Bolshevist Dark Age 


Coupled with the win of Daniel Ortega in Nicaragua, it 
seems with the Democratic victory that the world may be 
falling into a new Bolshevist Dark Age. 

Some might argue the above characterization is a bit 
harsh, but it is entirely accurate. 

According to a WorldNetDaily.com article titled “Meet 
The New Speaker“, Speaker-apparent Nancy Pelosi has had 
ties to the Progressive Caucus in the House of 
Representatives. 

At one time on the organization's website were song 
lyrics reveling in the fact that when the Communist 
Revolution came, guns and knives would be used against 
the "Bourgeoisie", a Marxist blanket term invoked to 
confiscate the property and savings of the middle class. 

I hope those voting for the Democrats will enjoy the 
higher taxes, the swarms of immigrants pouring into their 
neighborhoods, the slaughter of innocent children in the 
name of ghoulish experimentation, and the increased 
regulation of their private economic affairs. In other words, 
things will continue pretty much as they were before only at 
an accelerated rate. 

We will have to wait and see if their hatred of Bush will 
outweigh their love of big government in relation to the 
Real ID Act and the North American Union, pet projects of 
the President but ones inimical to human liberty with which 
the Democrats don't have much of a problem. 

Maybe if Republicans had acted like Republicans, they 
would have kept control of both houses of Congress. 

But regardless of who's in control, this country is headed 
down to the trashpile of history anyway. 
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Contract Granted For American Concentration 
Camps 


For years, whispers have ebbed and flowed across the 
currents of cyberspace that the U.S. government had plans 
on the drawing board for the establishment of detention and 
relocation camps to heard massive swaths of the population 
into during times of declared national emergency. 

Haughty sophisticates regularly dismissed such nuggets 
of information, claiming such warnings were the ravings of 
kooks and the paranoid. However, at last more mainstream 
news sources are willing to admit such holding pens of 
dubious constitutionality are in the works. 

According to a FoxNews.com report titled “Critics Fear 
Emergency Centers Could Be Used For Immigration 
Round-Ups’”, a contract has been granted to a subsidiary of 
Halliburton no less for the establishment of emergency 
relocation centers for use during a national disaster or 
immigration crisis. Though marketed as a way to house 
illegals as they are processed back to their countries of 
origin, the American people need to be warned this might 
not be the only purpose for such facilities. 

For starters, as Representative Bennie Thompson of 
Mississippi points out in the FoxNews.com story, “An 
emergency is basically anything DHS (the Department of 
Homeland Security) deems an emergency.” Thus 
Americans could theoretically be herded into such facilities 
over reasons far less ominous than natural disasters and 
calamities. 

This is especially dangerous in light of rulings such as 
the Kelo decision that imbue the rich and powerful with a 
nearly unimpeachable infallibility. What’s to stop some 
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unscrupulous developers from getting their puppets in 
government from declaring an “aesthetic emergency” or 
something just as ridiculous in a less than picturesque area 
and cart the residents off to some holding area while their 
houses are torn down? Or since feigned concern over 
obesity is all the rage, what is to prevent the government 
from declaring a “nutritional emergency” and haul the 
chronically gluttonous off to mandatory fat camp? 

Don’t laugh. When he was drug czar, Bill Bennett toyed 
with the idea of snatching kids from their parents in drug- 
plagued neighborhoods. And at this very moment, the 
United States is in the middle of any number of declared 
national emergencies. 

Basically, most of the Executive Orders --- regulations 
promulgated by the President with dubious legality since 
they were not authorized by Congress --- are already on the 
books permitting authorities to seize your property, drop 
you in a camp, and force you to perform slave labor. All 
that has to be done is to set up facilities and for the 
President (or whoever might be running the show on that 
dark day for our country) to give the go-head. 

Secondly, shouldn’t the American people be concerned 
that this so-called “civil defense” matter is being farmed out 
to the private sector? Many so-called Conservatives kneel 
so worshipfully at the altar of big business that they claim 
that protections such as the Bill of Rights and other legal 
niceties should not apply in a private sector context. 

From the tone of the FoxNews.com article, one gets the 
impression that these proposed facilities will be 
administered along the lines of a for profit enterprise. As 
such, are there any guarantees that those corralled into these 
slaughterhouses will be guaranteed the fundamental 
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liberties and protections we currently enjoy as Americans? 
Or will the first occupants, when they arrive, be told that 
they are no longer under the jurisdiction of the United 
States but rather under the authority of what amounts to the 
monster offspring of a prison and an out-of-control 
homeowners association? 

Have a complaint about the food? Get back handed 
across the face. Object to the guards pawing at your buxom 
wife or teenage daughter, and you get a broom handle up 
your rectum. 

“You’re out of your mind,” the mentally delicate will 
respond. Am I? 

Such abuses already take place by rogue elements of law 
enforcement. Won’t such behaviors be even more 
widespread when that annoying Constitution and Bill of 
Rights are finally done away with once and for all? 

Frankly, these kinds of places are hardly run properly 
when theoretically subject to public scrutiny. Americans 
would do well to follow the ongoing saga of Katrina 
recovery as it serves as a kind of experimental case study of 
the kind of future being planned for the vast majority of us. 

According to a WorldNetDaily story titled “FEMA Lifts 
Reporter Ban”, it has been discovered that until exposed 
FEMA was forbidding those living in trailer parks set up by 
the government relief agency from talking with the press 
without having a Homeland Security handler present. 
FEMA goons kicked a reporter out of a trailer to which the 
reporter had been invited by the resident and ordered --- 
ordered mind you --- another resident back into her trailer 
that dared to speak to a reporter through a chainlink fence. 
The last time I checked, losing one’s home in a natural 
disaster did not make one a felon that had forfeited his 


114 


rights. 

Perhaps the most disheartening thing about the Fox News 
story bringing this neglected issue to the attention of a more 
generalized segment of the news-consuming public is that 
of all the sources researched are prominent names on the 
left side of the political spectrum such as AlterNet, the 
Progressive, and two Democratic members of Congress. 
Claiming to have a political philosophy taking into account 
the depravity of man unlike their progressivist counterparts 
given over more to utopian delusions. As such, shouldn’t 
Conservatives be the ones warning of the dangers to human 
liberties posed by these detention facilities.? For aren’t 
some of the most fearful words in the English language, 
“We’re from the government and we’re here to help”? 

Conservatives backing these facilities because their guy 
is currently in office should be ashamed of themselves. 
Shouldn’t they realize that their man won’t always be in 
office? And even if the party of your choice held power 
now through the end of time, why does a proposal under 
consideration suddenly become immoral based upon which 
party backs the policy? Conservatives wouldn’t 
countenance plans openly plotting to establish civil 
detention camps under Clinton, then why accept such a 
measure under Bush? 


Trump An Enemy Of Free Speech 


One of the more recent James Bond movies was titled 
“The World Is Not Enough”. It would seem the expression 
also summarizes Donald Trump’s worldview and 
philosophy of life. 

Not satisfied trying to maneuver New Orleans residents 
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and little old ladies out of their property standing in the way 
of his expansive domain, the famed tycoon is now taking it 
upon himself to acquire the rights to the First Amendment, 
grant access to it to whomever he pleases, and demand the 
masses venerate him like some deluded Roman Emperor. 
Responding to remarks made by Rosie O’ Donnell on The 
View regarding the irony of someone of Trump’s 
questionable reputation standing in judgment over the 
propriety of Miss USA’s inebriated deportment, Trump is 
threatening to sue. 

But on what grounds does he have standing? It is pretty 
much public perception that Trump got his boost in life with 
the help of daddy’s money and that Donald has come 
perilously close to bankruptcy. 

He must think he is so rich that he ought to be able to 
expunge the historical record to suit his own fancy. 

If Trump is going to try and corner Rosie on something 
other than hurt feelings, what is it going to be? Wouldn’t for 
charges of slander or defamation it have to be proven that 
Rosie knowingly uttered false statements? 

Most of the time, when the average person is ridiculed 
for something they have said or done (even if enunciated 
against them unfairly or inaccurately), we stew about it for 
a while and then go on our merry way. If Trump demands to 
be fawned over and catered to to this degree or he’s going to 
fly off the handle, no wonder his first two marriage didn’t 
last and it prompts you to speculate how long the third will 
endure. 

If we are going to fall for the assertion that Trump’s 
reputation might be damaged as a result of O’Donnel’s 
allegations, then why isn’t he as eager to go after late night 
monologist Jay Leno for musing that Trump went easy on 
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Miss USA because she has a luscious bosom? Doesn’t such 
a comment impinge upon Trump’s character as much as 
O’Donnell’s since it insinuates he’s not willing to apply 
rules objectively but rather stroke them for something that 
jiggles and catches his eye? 

Does anybody in a position to do business with Donald 
Trump really care what Rosie O’Donnell has to say 
anyway? After all, they are probably just as lecherous as he 
is. 

Those among the 49% thinking the First Amendment is 
an impediment to an orderly society that ought to be 
curtailed will argue that obnoxious louts like Rosie 
O’Donnell need to be reined in. Yet it must be pointed out 
that Trump not only responds this way to the obnoxious 
most would consider needing to be taken down a beg or two 
but also more serious journalists as well. 

In Give Me A Break: How I Exposed Hucksters, Cheats, 
Scam Artists, And Became The Scourge Of The Liberal 
Media, John Stossel writes about exposing Trump’s efforts 
to force an elderly widow out of her home of over 30 years 
so that a parking lot could be built for one of his gambling 
dens. For daring to call the tycoon a “bully”, Stossel was 
warned, “Nobody talks to me that way (25).” Stossel muses 
that maybe someone should. 

There is nothing wrong with the hyperrich accumulating 
vast fortunes. However, such monetary resources should not 
allow them to trump the basic rights of the rest of us 
deemed to be beneath their elevated status. 
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English Need Not Board 


Rosa Parks earned her place in American iconography for 
refusing to go to the back of the bus. But at least she would 
have been permitted to remain on the bus. That is more than 
is being allowed for three Saint Paul school children who 
were kicked off a bus. They were initially told that they 
were no longer good enough to ride the bus because they 
spoke English. 

According to a KSTP.com story titled “Kids kicked off a 
bus for speaking English”, bus service along the route in 
question was now reserved for students other than those 
speaking English because of the importance of keeping the 
non-English speaking pupils together. 

Illegals are often of the mind now that since they 
supposedly pay into the tax system, that should somehow 
earn them a slot at the government trough. But what about 
boring, run of the mill citizens born here who don’t get 
special holidays and entire months set aside celebrating 
what they happened to be upon emerging from their 
mother’s birth canal? Aren’t they just as deserving of the 
services they are having increasingly high taxes taken from 
and assessments levied against them to pay for? 

Those enamored by all things foreign and repulsed as 
equally by all things American will respond that these 
children must be kept together since they might get lost 
since they don’t speak English. If that’s the case, perhaps it 
should be the non-English speaking parents that are leveled 
with the responsibility of taking their children to and from 
school rather than the English-speaking citizen. For if we 
are to constantly have it thrown in our faces how those 
coming here came from such far-flung corners of the world, 
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they shouldn’t have too much of a problem getting their 
children to school on time since they have obviously 
demonstrated a mastery of geography. 

Scheming bureaucrats in the St. Paul case appear that 
they will be able to wiggle out of this one over the 
technicality that the aggrieved family is no longer eligible 
for bus service since it has been discovered that they had 
moved beyond the boundaries of this particular school. 
Interesting how this fact was not made an issue until after 
the pupils were kicked off the bus for the outrage of 
verbalizing in English. 

Sticklers and regulation fetishists will drone on how the 
students no longer had any business on the bus and maybe 
they are right. However, I wonder just how many of the 
non-English speaking students live beyond these inviolable 
frontiers enforced upon the utterers of American idiom and 
diction? More importantly, I wonder how many have 
parents that aren’t even here legally? 

As the nation’s schools increasingly come to resemble 
the linguistic confusion at the Tower of Babel where the 
non-English speaking come to predominate and the 
handouts and preferences they militate for proliferate, I 
wonder how many other American children across the 
country have been denied access to school transportation 
because of what manner of language flows from their lips 
but the parents have not stepped forward to expose the 
conniving of bilingualism for either fear of some kind of 
retaliation by multiculturalists or as the result of higher 
order cognitive conditioning (brainwashing) where we have 
had it pounded into our heads that only “racists” oppose the 
obliteration of America’s socio-linguistic identity? 

With Black History Month just around the corner, in the 
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coming weeks we will hear on and on about various civil 
rights protests such as lunch-counter sit-ins and of valiant 
souls asserting their God-given rights by refusing to give up 
their seats just because someone with a bit of authority in 
his belly wearing a uniform told them to. The next time a 
child is told they cannot board a bus or ordered to 
disembark for any reason other than misbehavior such as, 
oh lets say, because they happen to speak English or for not 
belonging to a specific ethnic group being granted an 
accommodation denied to every other child at school, they 
should simply refuse to comply with the order. What better 
way for students to learn of the importance of standing up 
for themselves even when its not popular with those 
wielding power? 

Dutiful statists will shriek “How dare you instruct a 


aren’t I merely encouraging them to follow the example set 
by either Rosa Parks or Martin Luther King? 

For if you think it was OK for these Black leaders to 
disobey authorities that have transgressed legitimate 
boundaries but inappropriate for a member of the majority 
being disadvantaged by the ruling elite to do so, it must be 
pointed out that it is you, my hyperpluralist colleague, that 
may be the one suffering ethnocentric prejudice. 


Statue Of Liberty Should Be A Liberated Woman 


One of the most comic irrationalities to come out of the 
Vietnam War was that a village had to be destroyed in order 
to save it. Half a world away, the comment has become 
something of a joke ever since epitomizing government 
stupidity. However, as similar logic begins to be used here 
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all in the name of national security, such an observation 
won’t seem as amusing anymore. 

Most responding to my column about efforts to 
permanently bar the American people from the upper 
reaches of the Statue of Liberty agreed with my position. 
However, one response reflected the kind of thinking that 
will not only end up getting the remainder of our freedoms 
taken away from us but also lectured as to why it is our 
civic duty to have a smile across our face while it is 
happening. 

In the response, the government toady writes that, since 
the Statue of Liberty is a target because of its symbolic 
value as an artistic representation of America’s values, any 
and all measures should be taken to protect the landmark. 

However, since Lady Liberty’s function is primarily 
symbolic, by closing her off aren’t we sending the message 
to the world that liberty is not inalienable and immutable 
but rather contingent upon circumstances and the malleable 
whims of those holding power? 

If the American people so easily cede control over 
something symbolic, what is to prevent them from handing 
over the more practical manifestations of their liberties 
should authorities whip them into a sufficient frenzy or 
panic? 

For example, in his conclusion, this Department of 
Homeland Security booster remarks, “If it is OVERDONE, 
tis better me thinks so long as no place is given to the evil 
ones.” 

Should we place armed troops on every street corner 
allowed to manhandle passer-bys at random? Better yet, 
should entire neighborhoods be relocated to designated 
civic detention facilities where authorities can keep better 
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tabs on the population and thus protect them better. After 
all, if it prevents terrorism according to the Overdone 
Doctrine, on what grounds may we object? 

Don’t think proponents of security beyond that which is 
necessary wouldn’t be above curtailing those rights that 
have little bearing whatsoever on preventing mass 
destruction. 

The critic writes, “To use her as your soapbox issue to 
point your finger and denigrate government simply out of 
your own opinion of its motivation is counterproductive, 
and limited it its veracity.” 

Frankly, the government denigrates itself when it directs 
so much effort at closing down one of America’s most 
cherished monuments rather than closing down the border. 
Maybe if the government did its job there, the Statue of 
Liberty wouldn’t need to be closed. 

Yet, to those yearning not to live free but rather to have 
every facet of their lives monitored by authorities, pointing 
out such shortcomings and inconsistencies that compromise 
both our safety and our quality of life is no longer 
characterized as the act of a concerned citizen but rather as 
deeds “counterproductive” that “undermine the population’s 
confidence”. In other words, freedom of expression is 
something that will have to be curtailed as a threat to 
national security even though pointing out the shortcomings 
and fallacies of those wielding power threatens no one other 
than those incompetently wielding the power the people 
have been gracious enough to grant them under the 
Constitution. 

As an American icon, one’s attitude towards the 
management of the Statue of Liberty says a great deal about 
one’s perspective. Either one believes in the basic principles 
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the Statue stands for and believes the American people 
should be granted access to it or one believes that people 
are better off having the government control the minutest 
details of their lives and that common citizens are not good 
enough to caresses this special lady. 


A Review Of Storming Heaven by Kyle Mills 


Incidents such as Waco, Jonestown, and the Heaven’s 
Gate suicides prove the unique challenge such sects pose to 
contemporary society because of the threats they represent 
to both life and liberty. While having to balance the need 
to protect the innocent from this danger, these organizations 
have a right to operate under the First Amendment provided 
they have not committed what most reasonable people 
would consider an actual crime. In Storming Heaven, Kyle 
Mills examines a number of these issues in the form of an 
action novel. 

In Storming Heaven, FBI Agent Mark Beamon must 
rescue the granddaughter of a deceased cult leader before 
she is sacrificed to ensure that power within the group 
remains within the hands of those already running the show 
unbeknownst to even the late sect leader. But even though 
this race against the clock provides most of the suspense 
within the novel, readers will also be riveted by the extent 
to which some will go to seize control in the name of 
religion. 

Though Mills concludes the novel with a disclaimer 
implying that his story should not be construed as picking 
on any one sect, it doesn’t take too much effort to deduce 
that the novel reflects concerns regarding Scientology. The 
group in the story has a keen interest in courting the 
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influential and its run ins with the German government are 
central to the plot. 

The fictional religion featured in Storming Heaven is 
known as the Church of Evolution. According to its 
doctrine, the messenger of God comes to earth at regular 
intervals throughout history to update His revelation to 
mankind as humanity’s understanding and comprehension 
expands. 

As such, God’s spokesman to the present age is Arthur 
Knesis, who is dying and plans to take his own life and 
hand leadership of the church over to his granddaughter. 
However, as with such groups here in the real world, self- 
proclaimed omniscience isn’t what it use to be as Knesis’ 
second-in-command Sara Rensiler has secretly taken 
control of the church to further her own agenda. 

Storming Heaven provides a fascinating portrayal of what 
can happen when the ambitious deliberately turn their backs 
on enduring values in pursuit of fanatic objectives. The 
Church of Evolution goes so far to achieve its goals as to set 
up its own long distance carrier in order to ease drop on and 
ultimately entrap prominent figures for blackmail purposes 
and to frame the group’s opponents with unfounded 
accusations such as pedophilia. 

Yet it is this sense of skepticism and suspicion that is also 
the novel’s greatest drawback as the motives of this 
particular cult’s leadership are used to basically call into 
question all religious movements throughout history 
without taking the time to test the veracity of any of their 
claims. Despite being motivated by the noble goals of 
saving the young girl’s life and unfurling the vast 
conspiracy of the Church of Evolution, other than his own 
existential wherewithal, one gets the impression that FBI 
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Agent Mark Beamon does not have much of a moral 
support structure to fall back upon to say that the cult is 
really wrong in its actions. All throughout the story it is 
insinuated that the real danger is any firmly held belief. 

Despite a tendency to employ more profanity than is 
necessary, readers will no doubt enjoy this thriller providing 
a perspective on a topic seldom examined by authors in the 
secular branch of this genre. 


People’s Republic Of Maryland Taxing Its 
Subjects Into Submission 


One of the nicknames for the State of Maryland is “The 
Free State”. However, since the power to tax is the power to 
destroy, perhaps it is about time a more accurate slogan was 
selected. 

In an attempt to hop on the global warming bandwagon, 
the state legislature is considering a bill that would require 
auto dealers in that jurisdiction to sell vehicles meeting 
California emission standards. 

While this might look good on paper and allow elected 
officials to pat each other on the back as to how progressive 
and enlightened they appear to be, as usual, it will be up to 
the average citizen to pick up the bill so that the politicians 
can feel good about themselves. For it has been estimated 
that these upgrades will add as much as $3,000 to the price 
of a new automobile. 

Though most of us aren’t as smart as our overlords in the 
government, one is forced to ask what is to prevent 
consumers from going elsewhere to make their automotive 
purchases such as Virginia and Pennsylvania, which have 
traditionally had better selections to begin with as certain 
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Maryland areas often exhibit outright hostility to the 
automotive industry? In Prince George’s County, officials 
even considered zoning car dealers out of the overly- 
vaunted Hyattsville “arts district” (a fancy name for a 
government-subsidized area designated for beatniks and 
other unemployable undesirables unamenable to regular 
work) without the compensation required under any 
eminent domain action. 

The vitality and morale is already just about drained from 
many Maryland residents as they are clearly not getting the 
quality of life they are forced to pay for and it is doubtful 
that they can take much more. Already in some counties, tax 
bills are over $3,000 dollars annually and are expected to 
rise to as much as $6,000 by 2010. 

Electoral politics is already a game of the idle rich with 
too much time on their hands. If those of this occupational 
classification wish to make such grandiose gestures, 
perhaps such restrictions should only be imposed upon 
those openly seeking these positions of prestige and 
influence. One could be assured that the nation would then 
see far less of this kind of nonsense. 


A Review Of Faith Journey Through Fantasy 
Lands 


Few discussions will provoke opinions among believers 
as heated as whether or not Christians ought to enjoy works 
of popular fantasy. 

On the one hand, some claim believers should avoid 
these realms of the imagination. On the other, there are 
those Christians so desperate to justify their interest with a 
veneer of spirituality that they try to establish one to one 
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correlations between these entertaining stories and Holy 
Scripture. 

Faith Journey Through Fantasy Lands: A Christian 
Dialogue With Harry Potter, Star Wars & Lord Of The 
Rings by Russell Dalton endeavors to provide a balance 
between these competing outlooks. 

While highlighting the parts of these works that appeal to 
enduring values, Dalton also admits that neither are these 
stories themselves Scripture. Rather, he writes, “This book 
takes an approach that goes beyond a ‘thumbs up’ or 
‘thumbs down’ evaluation of fiction and film. It gives the 
reader a chance to reflect whether or not the behaviors and 
beliefs of the characters in today’s fantasy stories are 
consistent with the Christian faith, but it also looks at the 
questions these stories demand of our faith by entering into 
a dialog between these fantasy stories and the Christian 
story (7).” 

Rather than condemn The Lord Of The Rings, Star Wars, 
or even Harry Potter, Faith Journey Through Fantasy 
Lands prudently counsels that the problems that arise in 
reference to these stories often lie not so much in the stories 
themselves but in those that read them. For example, most 
that read Harry Potter are not going to end up sacrificing 
goats or taking oaths of unending allegiance to Satan. Thus, 
Dalton suggests, parents must decide for themselves how 
much exposure to Star Wars, Harry Potter, and The Lord Of 
The Rings their children should receive. 

Though for the most part balanced in his approach, the 
reader will no doubt detect a hint of political correctness 
seeping into Dalton’s exposition. For example, he does not 
use the phrase “Kingdom of God” but rather “The Reign Of 
God.” Likewise, Dalton does not refer to Jesus as “the Son 
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of Man” but rather as “the Son of Humanity”. 

Dalton also gets all maudlin that the characters in these 
stories are primarily White. But since Middle Earth is said 
to correspond to some kind of pre-historic Europe and 
Hogwarts is a British alchemical school, what does he 
expect? 

If Aragorn had had such vacillating attitudes, Sauron 
would have still been ruling over Middle Earth by the end 
of the third film. 

Even if one disagrees with the conclusions drawn by 
Faith Journey Through Fantasy Lands, one has to admit 
Dalton approaches the issue in an overall even handed 
manner carefully respecting the opinions on each side. 


.Little Point In Voting As Fate Of Nation Already 
Decided 


Every two years on the first Tuesday of November, 
Americans go to the polls in hopes of influencing the 
direction of the nation in regards to matters of politics and 
policy. However, the exercise of this civic duty may be 
increasingly directed towards deciding matters of escalating 
irrelevancy as the ultimate disposition of the nation has 
already been settled at levels that regularly ignore the will 
of those beneath their heals along the social hierarchy. 

For the time being, those that actually run the world have 
decided that it will be in their best interest if the trappings 
of the traditional electoral system are continued for a while 
longer. Such niceties are not being continued solely out of 
the beneficence of our glorious leaders or merely to keep 
the serfs from revolting. Rather these procedural 
mechanisms will be used to condition the American people 
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into accepting a place in the pending global order by subtly 
subjecting them to assumptions and perspectives of which 
they might not even be aware of initially. 

Many Americans making the pilgrimage to the polls have 
recently been given a small sticker that reads “I voted”. 
Besides being a waste of money if paid for with taxpayer 
funds and like something one would give a pliant child 
(quite telling as to what the government thinks of the 
average citizen), those that truly love this country were no 
doubt deeply troubled that between the American flag at the 
top of the sticker and the words “I voted” at bottom of the 
sticker was the phrase “Yo vote”. 

Not only has our national unity been undermined though 
this endorsement of bilingualism. It was also subtly made 
known that the English population would be taking a back 
seat in the America sector of the pending global regime as 
the Spanish was triumphantly placed over the English in a 
position of superiority. 

If the United States is to remain a nation with English the 
predominant form of culture and expression, shouldn’t 
English have been printed in the top position? When you 
come down to it, no Spanish should have been on the 
sticker at all. 

To put things bluntly, Spanish speakers that don’t know 
that “I voted” means that they just voted, for the sake of the 
Republic, should not be voting anyway. For isn’t a 
workable knowledge of English supposed to be a 
requirement to receive citizenship? If this standard is not 
being enforced, Americans have the right to know about it. 

Those seeking to please their leftist masters by wearing 
their tolerance on their sleeves will wail, “HOW DARE 
YOU SAY SUCH A THING!!!!” Yet even though they are 
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reluctant to admit it for fear of running afoul of the thought 
police and their speech codes, Americans worthy of the 
name don’t think much of the effort to bring about the end 
of their beloved country. 

Yet no matter how much conscientious patriots might 
complain about it and bring the matter before the public’s 
attention, don’t expect anything to be done about it. For at 
some point down the road if the American people have not 
been weaned from that annoying voting habit by then, not 
only will the stickers have both English and Spanish but 
will probably have a Mexican flag in a position of 
dominance over Old Glory. There is more at stake than 
which country has the longest pole and a clash of colors 
akin to a Star Wars lightsaber duel. Such background 
symbols that we don’t usually pay much attention to 
actually reflect the profound geopolitical realignments 
taking place at the highest levels. 

Though much is not said about it in the mainstream 
media with the possible exception of Lou Dobbs, President 
Bush and his fellow internationalists are quietly conniving 
to bring about the union of the United States, Canada, and 
Mexico without regard to what anyone outside this small 
circle of moneychangers, powerbrokers, and paperpushers 
might think about it. Their contempt for the institutions of 
this nation and the principles upon which it was founded is 
so complete that the proposed unification is pretty much 
underway without the congressional oversight the 
Constitution bestows upon the legislative branch, especially 
the Senate in terms of ratifying treaties, to have the final 
decision about such comprehensive foreign entanglements. 

One of the prominent themes of the history of the twenty- 
first century will no doubt be the fall of the United States 
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from a place of prominence and the sublimation of its 
original culture to the interests of foreign occupants. The 
second most important theme will no doubt be how this 
development was ignored until it was too late. 


Middle Class An Endangered Species In 
Maryland 


With the reassertion of the monopoly of the Democratic 
Party over Maryland politics which for the previous four 
years had been what amounted to a party-and-a-half system, 
the jurisdiction jokingly referred to as “the Free State” is 
well on its way to becoming a socialist nightmare where 
only the hyper-rich or the fashionably impoverished having 
suppressed their own dignity to enjoy a life of entitlement 
program luxury will be able to eke out an existence there. 

In my column “People’s Republic Of Maryland Taxing 
Its Subjects Into Submission”, I wrote about plans to enact 
legislation that will end up costing motorists about $2000 
more just to purchase an automobile so that new vehicles in 
the state will be in compliance with California emission 
standards Now plans are being announced to sock 
residents even harder in the gut all in the name of protecting 
the environment. 

According to the Green Fund Proposal, developers would 
be accessed a fee of $0.25 per square foot for any 
impervious surface that water cannot percolate through such 
as a roof or driveway. And the fee can go up as high as 
$2.00 per square foot for structures built outside of 
designated growth areas. Theoretically those in the market 
for a new home could be levied a fee as high as $20,000 
according to a Match 6, 2007 Maryland Daily Record 
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article titled “Debate Heats Up Over Green Fund Fee”. One 
does not have to hold an endowed professorship in 
Economics to realize that developers are not going to 
absorb this fee out of their own sense of philanthropy but 
rather pass it along to homebuyers. 

Those favoring this kind of nonsense locked away in 
their gated communities or on their palatial estates will 
condescendingly snort that, even if the fee is as high as 
$20,000, it is a small price to pay for environmental 
restoration (the latest bureaucratic euphemism for spending 
increases as the monies will go to pay farmers to plant 
winter cover crops and to further bloat agencies such as the 
state departments of agriculture and the environment). Of 
course, it might not seem so much when you make in a 
week what the average person makes in a year but it is a 
significant chunk of change when you are saddled with a 30 
year mortgage on a house pushing nearly $500,000. 

With taxes in some Maryland counties pushing $3000 a 
year and projected to go as high as $6000 by 2010, one 
must ask what in Sheol’s nomenclature is being done with 
all that money. Isn’t it about time tax revenue went for 
actual needs such as this alleged crisis of restoring the 
Chesapeake Bay rather than for things that should be 
private sector expenses such as “Shakespeare In The Park” 
festivals paid for from funds provided by the Maryland- 
National Capital Park and Planning Commission, the City 
of Hyattsville, and the Hyattsville Community 
Development Corporation (all entities having the same 
people unfortunate enough to reside in their respective 
jurisdictions) and African vacations euphemistically 
categorized as “trade missions” for petty yet self-important 
local officials that in the end are about transferring still 
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more resources out of the United States into the hands of 
deceitful bureaucrats and even more maniacal tyrants. 

There is more of course to the exorbitant extraction of 
revenue to fund questionable government programs or even 
to transfer resources from those deemed by the elite to have 
to those alleged to have not. For whenever social engineers 
invoke what they have labeled the lofty goal of income 
redistribution, it has nothing whatsoever to do about 
elevating the downtrodden but about dragging the average 
American down to that level of destitution. 

Though they need to stop and think who will be left to do 
their menial labor for them unless the next phase of their 
grandiose development plans include massive relocation 
camps where laborers will be imported from abroad and 
warehoused sight unseen away from the lords of the new 
order like human livestock and beasts of burden, those once 
considered parts of the working and lower middle classes 
will find virtually no place in the brave new Maryland on 
the drawing board. For example, in Hyattsville, Maryland 
planners are conniving to shed the municipality’s image as a 
suburban haven just outside Washington, DC for blue collar 
tradesmen and low level government functionaries to that of 
a hovel for artists (with government subsidized housing for 
those types insisting upon smearing elephant dung on 
portraits of the Virgin Mary, submerging crosses in jars of 
urine, or other assorted blasphemies and obscenities that 
would not otherwise find support in a free marketplace and 
claiming its fine art) and cramped townhouses pushing half 
a million dollars for the uppercrust that get a buzz living in 
squalor sheek all the rage these days among the effete. 

Communist revolutions around the world came into 
power promising to create a classless society. However, 
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what they put into place was a system where all but a tiny 
elite were suppressed equally. Back then, such regimes 
accomplished their diabolical agendas through violence and 
fear. 

For the moment, the ideological heirs of those that 
believe the flames of liberty must be extinguished and the 
aspirations of the individual curtailed for the alleged good 
of humanity have grown more sophisticated in their 
methods of getting the people to comply with their agenda. 
However, as Americans draw ever closer to the breaking 
point of just how much they are willing to put up with as 
frankly we are fast approaching the threshold where there is 
precious little left for the state to steal, we must ask with 
concern will the aspiring despots among us resort to the 
violent tendencies of their philosophical progenitors in the 
attempt to bring about socialism’s ultimate triumph? 


Apparently I’m Not The Only One With Bad 
Grammar & Poor Logic 


I came across a blog entry on the Net where I am 
criticized for criticizing Emergent Church kingpin Brian 
McLaren. 

Foremost among the grievances rank alleged grammar 
errors and lapses in logic. 

As to the grammar errors, perhaps so and frankly I don’t 
care. In light of the number of illegals that are going to be 
allowed to stay here in the coming years if so-called 
immigration reform passes, any English flowing from my 
pen is by default on par with Shakespeare. 

When people start paying me a million dollars for these 
columns, I’1l waste what few years of eyesight I have left to 
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ferret the alleged errors. 

But the most comical thing about that criticism is that the 
allegation has been levied by someone that uses “i” rather 
than “I” throughout the entire blog entry. Isn’t the 
capitalization of “T” about one of the first rules of grammar 
one learns in first or second grade if one’s school has not 
been given over to wasting the scholastic day brainwashing 
students with viewings of “Brokeback Mountain” and the 
like? 

Or maybe such a glaring mistake is deliberate and merely 
a manifestation of the rampant communalism infecting the 
Emergent Church movement. 

For you see, “I” has traditionally been capitalized in the 
English language to denote the importance of the 
individual. However, in many of these churches, the 
congregations have been so beaten over the head about the 
dangers of individualism that they have begun to think of 
themselves only as members of the group or 
COMMUNITY and to forgo personal recognition. That is 
unless of course you happen to be one of the bigwigs 
running one of these hovels of heresy. Then by all means 
you get to have your name up in lights and fritter across the 
countryside telling the troglodytes paying for your airfare 
why they are so evil for driving SUV’s and living in single 
family houses. 

The second criticism is even more ironic than the first in 
that they accuse me of faulty logic. 

For those not familiar with the tenets of the Emergent 
Church movement, it is the contention of this particular 
theological perspective that the genius of Christianity is not 
to be found in the LOGICAL or FACUTAL accuracy of its 
truth claims. Rather the ultimate criteria is in how warm 
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and fuzzy its NARRRRRATIVE makes you feel. 

And if some other system of thought floats you boat such 
as Hollywood style Buddhism or a particular doctrine of 
Christianity makes you uncomfortable such as those that 
reject Christ are sent to Hell, that’s no biggie either. For in 
the end we’re all gonna get to Heaven anyway. Yet that’s 
not important anymore either as the point of salvation is not 
to enjoy a splendid afterlife in the presence of the Almighty 
reunited with dearly departed loved ones but rather to have 
our income redistributed to a bunch of lazy bums unwilling 
to get off their rear ends and provide for themselves. 

Besides, in this postmodern age, whose to say who’s right 
and who’s wrong? 

Why the Emergent Church crowd of course. Such is 
especially the case if you happen to disagree with one of 
their head honchos who are accorded a disturbing degree of 
deference for a movement claiming to be about tearing 
down traditional hierarchies. 

If there is nothing more to religious expression than the 
thrill one gets from tooting one’s on horn, then why are they 
raising such a fuss if my column does not hold up to a 
correspondence theory of veracity? Haven’t the 
postmoderns in Emergent circles been the ones to 
popularize the notion that the only truth that matters is that 
which we ourselves hold? 


Majority Of Americans Endorse Bastard 
Parenthood 


According to a May 2007 Gallup Poll, a majority of 
Americans have no problem with bastard parenthood. 


The overly-tactful might object to the use of a certain 
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term above. 

However, one might say that it is a "legitimate" 
dictionary use of the word, which is more than can be said 
of those pursuing this route of procuring a family. 

The crux of the issue is not so much that this kind of 
thing happens as mistakes occur and we're all only human. 

The concern arises when no one feels any guilt about 
such lapses anymore, expects all kinds of accolades and 
handouts from the rest of us, and then turn around and do it 
again as if they've learned nothing from the first go round. 

Things have gotten so bad that, at a Heritage Foundation 
roundtable discussion on the problems facing Black 
Americans, the Rev. Jesse Lee Peterson relayed an anecdote 
where a church he knew of was holding a babyshower not 
for an errant young girl that became with child prior to 
marriage but rather for a deaconess that had numerous 
children outside of marriage. Can anyone tell me why the 
garments bestowed upon the previously offspring weren't 
good enough for the newest edition? 

Those entranced by the incessant invocation of judge not 
lest ye be judged these days to coverup a litany of popular 
shortcomings will no doubt be appalled by these apparently 
strident comments. 

But something has to be said when those snickered at 
during extended family gatherings are not the ones with two 
and three illegitimate kids in tow along with their assorted 
concubines and manwhores whom even the octogenarians 
of the clan have been conditioned into accepting as 
husbands and wives of the next generation though nary a 
marriage license can be found among them but rather those 
that have avoided the temptation to copulate with anything 
that moves. 
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Pizzeria Dishes Up Big Slice Of Monetary 
Subversion 


Observant critics of the illegal immigration plague 
sweeping across the United States point out the irony that, 
while those sneaking across the boarder often have no 
desire to acclimate to the culture into which they are 
intruding, they have little problem accepting American 
money. However, if a policy implemented by one business 
catches on, eventually those sneaking into this great land 
will more likely find an odious trashphile rather than a 
shining city on a hill. 

A Texas-based pizza chain has instituted a program to 
accept pesos as payment for the eatery’s wears. The 
company claims it is implementing the program to tap into 
the Hispanic market. And in the very same breath those 
advocating such a marketing strategy would admonish the 
rest of us that they never consider ethnicity in reference to 
social matters. 

For decades, the American people have been cowed into 
not only accepting but also applauding any policy 
exempting certain groups from the regulations and 
expectations imposed upon the rest of us for fear of being 
labeled with one of those ominous yet nebulous 
chastisements such as “racism” or “intolerance”. However, 
things have gone so far and even though it’s probably too 
late to do anything as the time to have corrected the 
problem was back when Pat Buchanan brought up the issue 
in the early 90’s, average Americans are just about sick of 
the demise of their country and are finally speaking out 
against this demographic and linguistic foolishness. 
However, as usual, they are the ones being lectured and 
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castigated by various elites for not applauding the cultural 
surrender of the United States. 

The pizza joint’s owner is quoted in a January 9, 2007 
entry titled “Pesos For Pizzas” posted on USA Today’s “On 
Deadline Blog” as saying, “You know what’s really sad is 
we’ve received a number of emails at our website...and 
many of them are just filled with hate and it’s very 
sad...People are linking it to patriotism, people are linking 
taking pesos for a hot pizza to illegal immigration.” 

Critics are not the ones making the most to-do over the 
policy. Some ephemera trotted out to commemorate the 
promotion at a number of these eateries included banners 
not simply reading “Pesos accepted for payment” but rather 
gushing “Welcome, Countrymen”’. 

Though the effort to merge all of North America into a 
contiguous Third World ghetto steams along, Mexicans are 
not yet our countrymen. Furthermore, anyone crossing the 
border to the extent that they haven’t or refuse to learn 
English still see Mexico rather than the United States as the 
nation to which they are ultimately loyal. 

The owner of the pizzeria muses, “I just didn’t realize 
there was that much hate out there.” If he thinks the worst 
of it is about failure to applaud the economic subversion of 
the United States, he has no idea whatsoever of the hate that 
is actually out there. Much of it emanates from those 
enabling those this misguided restaurateur heralds as his 
fellow countrymen. 

In his classic Death Of The West: How Dying 
Populations & Immigrant Invasions Imperil Our Country 
And Civilization, Pat Buchanan points out that while 
Caucasian Americans are basically forbidden from 
enunciating but the most colorblind of sentiments, the same 
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does not apply to the forces of Hispanosupremacism before 
which spineless liberals cower. The slogan of MECHA, a 
socialist organization spreading the message of violent 
insurrection among college students especially, is, “For our 
race, everything. For those outside our race, nothing 
(130).” 

So no matter how much the owner of this pizza parlor 
might want to brownnose these migrating insurgents, they 
will never share his sentiments of a common trans-ethnic 
nationhood. If other revolutions throughout history are any 
kind of indicator, this Chief Boyardee will be among the 
first finding his head atop a pike when these violent swarms 
decide to finally show the country their true colors. 

In all fairness, this is not the only business undermining 
this nation in pursuit of filthy lucre. Some of the nation’s 
most prominent financial institutions are undermining this 
great country as well. 

While most assume that it is the politicians that have the 
ultimate say, one could very well make the argument that 
this is rather a distinction belonging to the bankers of the 
world. For while the politicians are in theory accountable 
to the people, the bankers for the most part only answer to 
themselves and may in fact control the politicians to an 
extent. For bankers control access to the money that the 
politicians crave. 

A while back, I went to the bank. While waiting to take 
care of my business there, I picked up a sheet listing the 
kinds of identification acceptable for opening an account. 

Among these documents requiring people to prove their 
right to be here included a driver’s license, passport, and 
voter registration card. However on the list was a document 
known as a “matricular consular” which are distributed by 
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the Mexican government in what essentially amounts to an 
act of war so that its population might be able to circumvent 
our laws and undermine our economy. 

Americans --- citizens of the United States --- are told 
under the banner of the lofty sounding legislation such as 
the Patriot Act and the like that they must willingly submit 
themselves to a litany of new surveillance programs such as 
more stringent requirements to obtain a legitimate ID. 
However, its seems foreigners not even having enough class 
or character to come here in the proper manner are going to 
pretty much be handed the rudimentary tools necessary to 
function and prosper here without even having to fully 
prove who they really are. Thus in the final analysis, such 
regulations are not so much about keeping troublemakers 
out as about keeping those with the right to be here 
corralled and controlled. 

It is argued that America (or rather certain businesses) 
need a steady stream of migrant laborers to do jobs 
Americans refuse to do or rather to keep wages low and 
depressed. Now that businesses one by one are beginning 
to take in both dollars and pesos, what is to stop them from 
eventually arguing that, because of the administrative costs 
of having to deal with both currencies, they can only afford 
to hire workers willing to accept payment in pesos? If those 
in the highest positions of influence are willing to set aside 
this nation’s socio-linguistic foundation in their attempt to 
establish a new brand of feudalism, couldn’t they also just 
as easily implement two tiers of currency as well? 

An old adage admonishes to put your money where your 
mouth is. Those willing to accept an inferior tender over 
that of their own country are just a few notches above Judas 
Iscariot and at least he had enough sense to demand 
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precious metals and not worthless paper. 


Those Deliberately Playing In Traffic Should Get 
Run Over 


Commonsense teaches that, if one deliberately with 
aforethought puts oneself into oncoming traffic, one is 
going to get run over. As such, that is what you deserve. 

To some, such a sentiment brings to mind elderly 
grandmothers crossing the street and young children 
absentmindedly chasing after an errant ball. However, that 
is not what I am referring to. 

Those I am referring to are protesters and self-appointed 
revolutionaries thinking that they are so important and 
much more better than you that they somehow have the 
right to literally bring your life to a screeching halt to 
compel you to listen to their juvenile tantrums by impeding 
the flow of oncoming traffic. 

Two incidents in recent months hint that this tactic may 
become more prevalent in the future as leftists ratchet up 
their propensity towards mayhem and violence in an 
attempt to intimidate the American people into acquiescing 
to their socialistic demands. 

In the first incident, students at American University laid 
down in front of the limousine of presidential advisor Karl 
Rove in protest of him speaking at the campus chapter of 
the Young Republicans. Had the driver decided to role over 
these delinquents, he should have been given a medal. 

Rove’s status as either a political genius or a crooked 
scumbag is not the issue here. Given that the leftist bilge 
probably pretty much owns the rest of the campus anyway, 
shouldn’t these students in the Young Republican Club, who 
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probably rank among the best mannered and dressed at the 
school in comparison to the slovenly hippies wallowing all 
over the blacktop, been able to invite whomever they 
wanted to to address their association without incident? 

Seems these vassals of political correctness represent the 
greater threat to freedom of thought. 

One hopes those opposed to cracking the heads of those 
that get out of line and infringe upon the rights and mobility 
of the nonparticpants of such a demonstration will be as 
vocal when those going beyond the bounds of propriety 
resort to violence in the attempt to appropriate for 
themselves sole use of accommodations to which such they 
at best deserve secondary usage. 

In San Francisco, the movement known as Critical Mass 
regularly commanders the roadways in order to flout in the 
face of motorists how morally superior cyclists are to those 
preferring modes of transportation propelled by the internal 
combustion engine. Most have no doubt been conditioned 
by leftist institutions such as academia and the mainstream 
media to think of such activists as peace loving and 
harmless. 

However, according to an April 4, 2007 story titled 
“Minivan’s Rude Introduction To Critical Smash”, one 
family won’t feel so lighthearted and magnanimous if the 
subject of Critical Mass comes up in the course of a 
conversation. For as the Ferrando family was coming to 
town to celebrate the birthday of one of its members, their 
minivan inadvertently rolled into the midst of a Critical 
Mass ride. 

As such beatniks are wont to do, instead of adhering to 
the message of docility and accommodation they seek to 
impose the remainder of us, like the jungle heathen they 
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admire as a culture superior to our own, these radical 
bicyclists descended in attack formation on the hapless 
family. In a display of tolerance and understanding no 
doubt, riders surrounded the minivan and began pummeling 
the vehicle with fists. 

According to the report, one rider even hefted his bike 
through the air and smashed the wear window of the van 
even through there were children inside. Yet in a bastion of 
sodomy such as San Francisco where natural family and 
affections are so despised, such a domestic arrangement is 
more likely to make one a target of such violence rather 
than protected from it. After having been set upon by such 
savages, some in the mob wanted the family in the minivan 
arrested rather than the perpetrators. 

Had things gone as they should have, as soon as the 
unfortunate incident unfolded, the driver should have 
floored the accelerator and taken out as many as necessary 
that were impeding the family’s path to safety. Frankly, it 
would make a good scene for next season’s 24 if Jack Bauer 
could hop out of a van in a similar scene and put down 
these fanatical pedal pushers like they ought to be when 
they so blatantly get out of line. 

Those conditioned to bow at the filthy feet of the 
environmentalists will drone on about the need for 
motorized vehicles to share the road with bicycles. 
However, since these protesters do not follow proper 
procedures by failing to file a permit to demonstrate, they 
have no right to block the flow of traffic. 

As the inherently slower and less powerful vehicles, by 
default the bicyclists should be compelled to move to the 
side of the road. This human debris are usually the type to 
drone on incessantly about the impropriety of blocking 
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access to abortion clinics. Then why are city officials doing 
next to nothing to stop the infringement of a human right 
more fundamental than shiskabobbing the unborn, namely 
unimpeded travel? 

Those deluded by Critical Mass will probably liken these 
riders to the Tinnamen Square protesters in 1989 standing 
down the barrel of a Red Chinese tank. However, things are 
not quite at the point yet in this country where those 
wanting to bring about social change cannot avail 
themselves of other means of getting their message across. 
The thing of it is, what they have to say probably isn’t 
worth considering all that much in the first place. 


Census Bureau Pimps Turn The American People 
Into Information Whores 


With all the fuss made over the 300 millionth American, 
the U.S. Census Bureau enjoyed an unaccustomed moment 
in the limelight. The work done by this government agency 
is seldom considered glamorous enough to warrant much 
coverage in the media. 

Article One, Section Two of the U.S. Constitution 
authorizes an enumeration of the population to be taken 
every ten years. The only purpose for this tabulation 
authorized by the Constitution is to figure our how to divvy 
up the House of Representatives. 

But while the Founding Fathers instituted the census as a 
tool to safeguard the liberties of the Republic by making 
sure each person is properly represented numerically in the 
national legislature, as with many of the other institutions 
devised by these innovative political thinkers, this one is 
also being used to undermine the very nature of freedom 
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itself. 

One of the foremost aspects of freedom is the ability to 
withhold from those in power information regarding one’s 
private affairs that is not necessary to the fulfillment of 
legitimate government functions. However, as the state 
seeks to concentrate power in order to become the dominate 
social institution over individual human lives with the hopes 
of surpassing the influence of church, family, and even the 
self, those administering these bureaucratic constructs have 
come to believe that collecting reams of data regarding 
every possible fact of your existence is necessary to carry 
out its constantly expanding functions. 

Throughout much of Western history, free peoples have 
often exhibited a natural and understandable hesitation 
regarding extraneous tabulations on the part of government 
operatives. Therefore, as the data the Census Bureau seeks 
to collect becomes increasingly intrusive, more and more 
those charged with collecting this information turn to other 
names and euphemisms designed to get the American 
people to lower their guard to a practice they had initially 
been bred to be leery of. 

Replacing the so-called “Census Long Form”, the 
American Community Survey is simply the same pill sent 
out more periodically to get the people of the United States 
to swallow it more easily. In much the same was as a 
summons to jury duty, the introductory epistle and 
instruction pamphlet accompanying the survey begins by 
going on pleasantly about the survey, thanks you for your 
cooperation, and almost tacks on as an afterthought that you 
are required to comply by law. 

Those of a cavalier pioneering spirit might feel led to 
resist divulging their secrets to these federally sanctioned 
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peeping Toms (and God bless them for such courage). 
However, as the Borg --- the futuristic outcome depicted on 
Star Trek that awaits mankind if this continual march 
towards collectivism is not halted ---- might say, 
“Resistance is futile” as the free citizen may be assessed a 
fine of up to $1000 for each question not answered 
correctly. Some might say such is the price one might have 
to pay for liberty as some others have been called upon to 
give their lives in freedom’s name. 

Not to sound flippant, but if such an end came quickly, 
those befalling such a demise might be better off that 
someone facing the full wrath of the U.S. Census Bureau. 
For at a fine of $1000 for every question not answered 
correctly, that could theoretically be a penalty of $42,000 
for each person living at a targeted residence failing to 
comply. 

Advocates of the busybody school of government will 
respond that not a single person has ever been fined for 
failing to relent to Census Bureau interrogations. Maybe 
not yet, but as with nuclear weapons, the threat always 
looms overhead. And like a nation of inferior military 
status before an atomic-wielding power, do you want to be 
the one to tick off the petty magistrate drunken on the 
authority the government is allowing the official to 
exercise? Such a strategy could be used to obtain the 
property of some patriotic individual reluctant to reveal to 
yet another agency yet more about private matters and 
possessions. 

And speaking of ways through which to swindle the good 
property holders of the United States out of the dwellings, 
plots, acreage, and structures they so cherish as a free 
people, the questions asked by the American Community 
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Survey could be used to do just that. 

For example, it is not enough for the American 
Community Survey to ask how many reside at a particular 
residence. Now they ask how many acres the dwelling in 
question sits on, how many rooms are in each house, does 
the domicile have hot and cold piped water, does the 
residence have a flush toilet (no doubt the next time this 
abomination is put into your mailbox you’ll be asked how 
many toilet tissue squares you use per wipe as well), how 
many automobiles are kept at the residence, and how much 
utility bills were the previous month. 

If you think all the American Community Survey asks is 
about what kind of dwelling you live in, you are sadly 
mistaken. The document gets even more personal. 

For once the document finishes asking you about your 
living arrangements, it proceeds to get even more personal 
by snooping into your occupational background. For it not 
only asks you where you work and how much you make but 
also what time you leave for work, how many people ride to 
work with you, and how long it takes you to get there. 

It’s a wonder they don’t ask how many times a week you 
have to take a bowel movement while at work. It wouldn’t 
be any nosier than the other questions asked. 

Those thinking that last suggestion was so outrageous 
that it doesn’t even bear mentioning might change their tune 
once they learn what else is on the drawing board. For 
though they have not yet been incorporated into the 
American Community Survey, state governments --- 
Washington in particular --- are busy conditioning their 
residents into accepting the next level of administrative 
intrusion into their lives. 

According to a Seattle Times article titled “State To 
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Check On Residents Health”, health officials there plan to 
fan out across the state to gather medical dossiers on 
selected residents as part of the Washington Adult Health 
Survey, an effort funded in part by the U.S. Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention. 

As part of the survey, health department operatives will 
show up on the doorsteps of the targeted to ask them 
questions about what medications they are on, diet, alcohol 
and tobacco use, and any dental problems they might have. 
After all, it’s always been a tradition for a prospective 
master (in this case the state) to examine the teeth of his 
potential beasts of burden. But in this case, it is of you, the 
slave, rather than a horse. 

Why don’t they go ahead and ask if you and the Mrs also 
had a pleasant romp in the boudoir the night before while 
they are at it? 

And don’t think you’ll be able to get these lab-coated 
snoops off your back by just telling them the sweet nothings 
you think they’ll want to hear. For not only will the 
subjects be required to answer questions but they will also 
be subject to a battery of tests such a blood pressure, height, 
weight, and waist size and also have blood drawn to assess 
cholesterol and sugar levels (no doubt to determine if you 
are eating a government approved diet). 

Perhaps even more interesting still is that hair samples 
are to be taken from fecund women between the ages of 
25-44 and men and women over 60, it is claimed, to test for 
mercury. However, what better way to start laying the 
foundations for a DNA identification database. 

By starting with women of childbearing age and 
grandparents, one is well on the way to covering a sizable 
percentage of the population. Sort of reminds of how on 
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Star Trek: Deep Space Nine it was told that the Cardassian 
authorities extracted the back molars from each of the 
citizens living under that particular police state for 
identification purposes. 

As with the propaganda accompanying the American 
Community Survey materials, those of the Washington 
Adult Health Survey extol the virtues of compliance (even 
promising a $45.00 gift card for those that comply). Yet 
very little is said about what will be done to those leery 
about lurid minions of the state poking around for 
information about some of their most private affairs. 

In a March 5, 2006 Argusleader.com article titled 
“Census Bureau Gets Personal: Latest Survey Asks About 
Daily Routine, Stocks, Health”, Census officials claim they 
promise confidentiality for those answering the survey. But 
that is something that the Bureau cannot guarantee. 

According to a Sept. 22, 2006 ABCNews.com story titled 
“Census Bureau Loses Hundreds Of Laptops”, nearly 300 
of the agency's computers containing personal information 
have been stolen or lost. Will representatives of the Census 
Bureau be the ones to spend hours on the phone for you 
trying to get your identity and good name back should this 
data fall into the wrong hands? 

Officials urge compliance with the American Community 
Survey on the grounds that the information will in no way 
be used to penalize individuals. Try telling that to Japanese 
Americans who, according to Kerby Anderson in Moral 
Dilemmas: Biblical Perspectives On Contemporary Issues, 
were rounded up for the Internment thanks in part from 
information gathered off of Census Bureau punch cards 
(183). 

While a quaint notion these officials would try to quell 
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fears of individual punishment, this deception is designed to 
lull the discernment of those whose morality is rooted in 
loftier assumptions. For you see, in the dawning collectivist 
era, one is not judged by the actions one has actually 
committed as an individual but rather upon what one might 
do as part of the group or COMMUNITY. 

Certainly, the government might not punish you directly 
or specifically as a result of how you answer a particular 
question on the American Community Survey. However, if 
a certain number in a given locality answer a question in a 
manner deemed to be out of accord with the preferences of 
social planners, you can bet the government is going to 
enact measures that will penalize you in the long run even if 
these agencies do not admit to doing as such. 

For example, too many people from a certain 
neighborhood drive the family car to work? Federal, state, 
and local planners could sneak in new gas or road 
development fees to discourage motorists. Other proposals 
might not even address matters so specifically linked to 
particular behaviors but rather to forced targeted economic 
or demographic groups out of designated areas. 

For example, your neighborhood a little “too White” for 
those elites who themselves live in gated communities 
where we common dregs of humanity can’t get access to 
without being accosted by an armed sentry in a guard 
booth? If so, armed with reams of American Community 
Survey data, planners can drone on about the need to 
“diversify” a particular locality through the introduction of 
public or subsidized housing. 

Conversely and just as much an outrage, do you find 
yourself living in a neighborhood where, though it might 
not be the fanciest town around, but the people --- 
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irrespective of their ethnic backgrounds --- love and care for 
their homes? Armed with American Community Survey 
statistics regarding the number of rooms, nature of the toilet 
facilities, property tax amounts and monthly mortgage 
costs, conniving developers could manipulate the numbers 
to make the neighborhood sound blighted even though there 
might not be as much as a single crooked shingle in the 
entire town. In light of the Kelo decision, that is pretty 
much the thrust of what is needed to get the ball rolling to 
get your house snatched from you. 

As to whether or not one decides to comply with the 
American Community Survey is ultimately up to them. For 
short of receiving a biometric identification mark as part of 
the process as depicted in the Christian movie “Years Of 
The Beast”, the Bible is itself pretty much of a mixed 
opinion on the matter. 

On the one hand, King David was chastised by God for 
implementing such a measure. The obedience of Joseph 
and Mary in reference to such a decree, on the other hand, 
was what led to the Messiah being born in Bethlehem as 
prophesied. Only the leading of the Spirit of God can direct 
you in what to do regarding this unsettling intrusion into 
your private affairs. 


Why Shouldn’t Hungerstrikers Be Allowed To 
Starve? 


Often in the attempt to get their way, children threaten to 
hold their breath or refuse to eat until their parents agree to 
meet their demands. Usually, nothing much comes of it. 
Most youngsters don’t have the will to resist the sway of 
their base appetites and most normally outgrow such 
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juvenile displays as skills are acquired to navigate conflicts 
in a more rational manner or they learn to make peace with 
what they cannot change, 

Of contrived social environments, among the most 
artificial and detached from reality is the college campus. 
Either as a result of having never matured as tends to be the 
case of many drawn to certain useless fields of study or the 
result of deliberate psychological regression on the part of 
academic faculty, a number of young adults often return to 
such behaviors during their college years. 

Instead of employing the skills and knowledge they are 
sent to college to acquire such as communication and 
analysis that can be used to make the world a better place, 
some of those persuaded that they are so far beyond the rest 
of us along the continuum of enlightenment that they are 
not bound by the same set of expectations imposed upon the 
rest of us resort to behavior not all that much more 
advanced (and certainly less justifiable) then when they 
were toddlers. 

Increasingly, protesters are coming to contend that it is 
not enough that they be given the opportunity to express 
their opinion as provisions have been made under the First 
Amendment so that they might be able to persuade the 
masses as to the correctness of their position. Rather, they 
contend it is the obligation of those of us on the other side 
of the political spectrum to not only listen to their ramblings 
but also to keep our own mouths shut if we happen to 
disagree. 

To draw attention to the Development, Relief, and 
Education for Alien Minors Act that would extend 
education handouts to illegal aliens, a group of largely 
Latino students went on a hungerstrike. In commenting on 
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the foolish extremes to which some will go to coerce 
handouts from the American taxpayer, broadcast sage 
Michael Savage remarked, “Let them fast until they starve 
to death.” 

For daring to say such, tolerancemongers have latched 
onto the remarks as an example as to why free speech needs 
to be abolished in favor of a system of regulations under the 
euphemism of “fairness” where nothing will make it onto 
the airwaves without first gaining the approval of leftwing 
subversives and moral degenerates. Recently in a column 
titled “Dark Ages Of Broadcasting Loom On The Horizon”, 
I warned that the conniption over the blather of Don Imus 
was merely the opening gambit in a stratagem where 
enthusiastic disagreement with the prevailing postmodernist 
orthodoxy will eventually be met with the same disapproval 
and censure as crude off-color comments. It would be easy 
to dismiss such a claim as an exaggeration since political 
speech is supposed to be protected by the First Amendment. 

However, to a growing number of relativists, such legal 
niceties and moral courtesies apply only to those furthering 
the cause of the revolution. As such, one apparatchik from 
the San Jose Peace Center (a probable socialist front group) 
told the Mercury News in a 7/13/07 article titled “Student 
Protesters Want Talk-Show Host Savage Fired” that, “the 
airwaves should be reclaimed and the public shouldn’t be 
exposed to someone who spews hate speech.” 

According to one shyster on the payroll of the Immigrant 
Legal Resource Center as reported by the San Francisco 
Chronicle in a July 13, 2007 story titled “Immigrant 
Advocates Demand Radio Station Fire Host For Remarks”, 
Savage’s comments were as offensive as those made by 
Don Imus. In other words, Savage’s remarks are not even 
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worthy of public consideration and debate. 

However, upon closer reflection, Savage’s 
recommendation is the most rational policy to pursue in 
dealing with such malcontents and subversives. When 
dealing with hungerstrikers, shouldn't they be allowed to 
starve to death? As free individuals, they themselves are the 
ones that have decided to deny themselves nutritional 
sustenance. 

Ironically, these very same radicals have no problem with 
women who decide to have their unborn children hacked to 
pieces all in the name of the principle of having control 
over one’s own body. Then why are they getting all 
flustered about one individual endorsing the ultimate 
outcome of those deciding to make certain decisions 
regarding what they plan to do with their bodies? After all, 
unlike abortion, the only person harmed through self- 
imposed starvation is the person refusing to eat. 

Though any hint of silencing those we disagree with is a 
political outrage, an affront to the First Amendment and the 
greater truth that this statutory provision that the right to 
speak one’s mind is granted by God and by no human 
government, almost as disturbing is the assumption of those 
supporting the activists that the demands of the 
hungerstrikers should automatically be appeased. For in 
condemning Dr. Savage’s comments, one is saying one 
must do whatever is necessary to prevent hungerstrikers 
from starving themselves to death. Yet it would be wrong 
to force nutrition on someone as the abortion and 
homosexual rights rackets have pounded into our heads 
relentlessly the impropriety of forcing a moral decision 
upon someone else’s body. 

Just to what extent must society acquiesce to the 
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demands of those threatening to starve themselves? For 
example, if a gaggle of Klansmen (or Klookies as they were 
referred to in Fletch Lives) threatened to go ona 
hungerstrike unless Separate but Equal was re-enshrined as 
the law of the land, does that mean those opposing their 
foolish demands are hateful and insensitive and thus 
unworthy of the Freedom of Speech? 

Others condemned Savage for likening the hungerstrikers 
to terrorists. But when you look at it, such a classification is 
not that far off target. 

The September 11th attack brought terrorism to the 
forefront of the public’s attention, but it also created the 
impression that in order to qualify for such a designation 
that the act in question had to involve massive loss of life 
and a catastrophic destruction of property. For since then, it 
seems officials simply refuse to apply the label to incidents 
smaller in scale such as when a lunatic shot up an Israeli 
ticket counter at an LA airport on July 4, 2002. 

It use to be taught and accepted that terrorism was the use 
or threat of violence to achieve political ends. Though the 
only ones threatened with actual bodily harm are the 
hungerstrikers themselves, if those threatening to do 
themselves harm think we have some kind of ethical 
obligation to meet their demands, how is this all that 
different than what the terrorists expect if liberals claim 
their is no distinction between the harm inflicted upon the 
innocent and the harm fanatics might inflict upon 
themselves? 

As a strategy, few tactics are as asinine as starving 
oneself. For only the most spineless are going to make a 
fuss and go out of their way to save an adversary willing to 
do themselves in. 
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Old Warhorse Losing His Kick 


As the former Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
Colin Powell at one time (whether deservedly or not) had a 
reputation as a voice of sober realism in the arena of 
American foreign policy. However, as he ages and heads 
into his sunset years, he is so increasingly muttering to 
himself about assorted forms of appeasement that he is 
coming to remind the citizen cognizant of the efforts to 
undermine this great nation more of Neville Chamberlain 
than as a soldier-statesman most perceived him to be 
throughout the early 90’s. 

During the 1930’s, British Prime Minister Neville 
Chamberlain signed a pact with Adolf Hitler granting the 
German tyrant Czechoslovakia as part of what Nazi 
doctrine referred to as Lebensarum or “Living Space”. For 
his part of this deal, Chamberlain has from that point 
forward pretty much been branded a coward for thinking 
such a policy would appease aspiring despots and those out 
to undermine individual liberty. 

As disappointing as he was, at least it was some lesser 
power’s real estate Chamberlain was giving away. For 
today, his globalist descendants are such proponents of 
policide that they are no longer content to carve up the 
helpless corners of the earth but rather long to dismantle the 
strong nation-states in which they themselves reside in the 
hopes of accruing more power into their own hands and 
control over the lives of those under them. 

Like the Pan-Germanists of previous eras seeking to 
expand their territorial claims into adjacent holdings, the 
Hispanosupremacists of today seek to infiltrate the United 
States in the hopes of subverting this geopolitical prize 
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away from its primarily Northern European cultural base. 
And to the elites, since one group of slaves is pretty much 
the same as the other, many wishing to expand their power 
have decided to back these migrants as a way to bring about 
the end of the middle class and to reduce living standards to 
Third World levels. 

As one of its most prominent mouthpieces and 
charismatic members, Colin Powell is reported as saying in 
a September 10, 2007 post on the USAToday.com On 
Politics Blog titled “Colin Powell: Terrorists Are Not The 
Greatest Threat To Nation” as saying, “America could not 
survive without immigration. Even the undocumented 
immigrants are contributing to our economy...That is the 
image we have to portray to the world: kind, generous, a 
nation of nations... That’s what people still want to believe 
about us... We’ve lost a bit of the image...And we can fix 
the image by reflecting a welcoming attitude and not by 
taking counsel of our fears and scaring ourselves to death 
that everybody coming in is going to blow up something.” 

In other words, tolerance and diversity are more 
important than safety and survival. That is rather easy for 
someone probably with their own security detail to say. 

Often concerns about immigration are couched in terms 
of preventing terrorism as often Americans have been so 
browbeaten in the name of preventing racism and the like 
that they are too afraid to raise other issues that hit even 
closer to home. For example, in his propaganda, Powell 
waxes on and on how America could not survive without 
illegal aliens referred to by the former warrior with the 
coward’s euphemism “undocumented immigrants”. One 
must ask if Mr. Powell would be as beaming about this 
demographic trend if it was his own standard and quality of 
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living on the line. 

For example, as a political superstar, Powell demands 
speaking fees of around $200,000 as he was paid in 2001 
for a speech at Tufts University. How would Powell feel if 
orators were imported from abroad just as pivotal to events 
of the 20th and 21st centuries as he has been, just as 
entertaining, but who were willing to impart their 
perspective for considerably less? Are you going to tell me 
Powell is not going to want his standard of living protected 
if this is the only way he knows how to make a living? 

Bigshots such as Powell do not care if property values 
are driven down or neighborhoods made less desirable by 
piling four or five families into single family homes with 
Mariachi music blaring well after midnight accompanied by 
conversation in a foreign tongue spoken so loudly that it 
sounds as if people are shouting it back and forth at each 
other across the Rio Grande. 

One reader posted the following comment on the 
USAToday.com website about the article: “I think General 
Powell should publish his own social security number and 
let it be stolen by an illegal alien. Let his children be 
mugged, raped, and robbed by an undocumented worker. 
Let his neighborhood be overrun by flophouses with 45 
people in one house and 15 stolen cars. Let his family 
members be killed by an unlicensed undocumented illegal 
drunk. Let his military retirement pay be taken from him 
and given to someone that did not earn it. It is amazing a 
man who supposedly respects federal law is encouraging 
the actions of those who violate our laws. Powell has been 
losing it since the Iraq War, but now he is total lunatic.” 

America is, as they say, at a crossroads. Though a 
minimal level of human rights must be respected at all 
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times, as a whole the nation must decide whether it wants to 
appear nice by the standards of grubby bums pandering for 
a handout or it can survive. Attempting to pursue both 
paths is an option whose time has about run out. 


TSA To Rummage Through Emotional Baggage 
As Well 


On an episode of South Park taking aim at the airline 
industry, Mr. Garrison (still a man at that point) invented a 
mode of transportation where riders had to have a metal 
prod inserted into their backsides in order to avoid falling 
off the vehicle. The response of those enduring such 
discomfort and humiliation was that it was still less than 
what passengers had to endure at the airport. While the bit 
might have been a bit over the top in terms of propriety, it 
was pretty much on target in terms of how most Americans 
feel regarding the bureaucratic procedures implemented in 
the name of “transportation security” since September 11th. 

As fairly good natured people content with the social 
order even if they don’t like the way the process is handled, 
most Americans deciding to utilize this form of 
transportation simply keep their comments to themselves 
and bear with the frustration. However, according to a 
McClatchy newspapers article titled “New Airport Check 
For Danger In Fliers’ Facial Expressions“, it may no longer 
be enough to stoically endure these indignations but one 
must also have a smile on one’s face about it. 

A new specialty within the Transportation Security 
Administration known as Behavior Detection Officers (one 
could not devise a more Orwellian sounding division of the 
government if one tried) has been given the mandate to 
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scrutinize those exhibiting unapproved facial expressions 

If proponents of the theory get their way, certain facial 
expressions revealing whether an individual is feeling anger 
or disgust and, when taken together with heart rate, body 
temperature, and verbal responses, will be enough to get 
passengers shunted aside for further forms of interrogation 
such as having their baggage rifled through or being asked 
where they are going. 

While one may make a case as to why some voyeur with 
a badge may need to run his hand through your underwear 
bag, beyond the destination on the ticket it is no security 
officer’s business where anyone is going. Frankly, such 
intrusions into private affairs are enough to get anyone’s 
heart rate rising and a look of disgust scowling across their 
brow. 

This technology is promoted as a way to make terrorism 
prevention more foolproof. Yet from comments made as to 
its accuracy, it sounds as if it will be yet another tool to 
curtail the liberties of everyday Americans while doing little 
to catch real terrorists. The article notes, “Different cultures 
express themselves differently.” 

In other words, 86 year old grandmothers holding their 
heads a certain way as they are ordered to hold their 
arthritic arms over their heads will get pulled aside for 
additional harassment even if they don’t make a single 
peep. However, if certain minorities more prone to violent 
geopolitical outbursts comport themselves in the same 
manner it can be dismissed with a “that’s just the way those 
people are anyway”. 

If the government is intent on stopping terrorism, there 
are signs to look for other than whether or not people have a 
giddy brainwashed look on their face. However, since 
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political correctness has been deemed more important than 
survival, it is doubtful this great nation will survive much 
longer anyway. 


The Law & Gospel Dynamic 


In classical Lutheran theology and homiletics, a two part 
approach is often taken referred to as Law and Gospel. For 
it is through this dynamic duo that the individual is made to 
realize that he is a sinner in need of salvation and what the 
solution is for this vexing dilemma. 

In old detective movies and police shows, when a suspect 
was interrogated often a tactic was used referred to as “good 
cop/bad cop”. In this approach, the suspect is at first 
confronted by a seemingly harsh officer whose task is to 
bluntly tell the suspect what the suspect is alleged to have 
done, that the evidence as to such is overwhelming, and that 
the best thing the suspect can do for their own sake is to 
confess to what they have done. Once the suspect has been 
worked over psychologically, the good officer arrives on the 
scene to offer the best deal possible in terms of the suspect’s 
interests in exchange for cooperation. 

Though the analogy is not perfect, one can roughly think 
of the Law as the bad cop and Gospel as the good cop. 

Used of the Holy Spirit, the purpose of the Law 
according to John 16:8 is to reprove of sin, righteousness, 
and judgment. As the codified precepts of a just and holy 
God, the Law represents the standards we are expected to 
adhere to but they also serve as a reminder of just how 
pitifully short we fall as a result of our own sin natures. 
Romans 7:7 says, “Indeed, I would not have known what 
sin was except through the law.” 
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Despite reflecting the goodness of God and the 
embodiment of the ideal by which man was intended to 
live, since man is in such a wretched state before he is 
regenerated, the Law actually points out to us the extent of 
our sin. Romans 7:10 says, “I found that the very 
commandment that was intended to bring life actually 
brought death.” Of this predicament, Paul writes in Romans 
7:22-24, “For in my inner being I delight in God’s law; but I 
see another law at work in the members of my body, waging 
war against the law of my mind and making me a prisoner 
of the law of sin at work within my members. What a 
wretched man I am! Who will rescue me from this body of 
death?” 

Fortunately, God does not leave us in despair and the 
consequences of failing to keep His law in its entirety. And 
that is why this hope is called the good news or the Gospel. 

The Gospel is succinctly summarized by I Corinthians 
15:3-4, “For what I received I passed on to you as of first 
importance: that Christ died for our sins, according to the 
Scriptures, that he was buried, that he was raised on the 
third day according to the Scriptures.” And whereas the 
Law requires that the individual must fulfill its every 
requirement if that is the contract through which one wants 
to seek entrance into the Kingdom of God (something no 
mortal human being could possibly hope to accomplish 
since to break one aspect of the Law is to break all of the 
Law according to James 2:10), under the terms of the 
Gospel, all that is required in terms of salvation is for one to 
believe on Jesus and be saved. 

It is tempting to draw sharp distinctions between these 
concepts as diametrically opposed approaches. It must be 
remembered they are more like a team working together to 
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cause the individual to realize that he is in need of a Savior, 
and once saved the principles behind the Law can prevent 
liberty from degenerating into license. Christ says in 
Matthew 5 “Think not that I come to abolish the Law or the 
Prophets; I have not come to abolish them but to fulfill 
them.” 


Huckabee’s Fat Lip Yammering On About Your 
Gastronomic Business 


Throughout his time in the public limelight, Republican 
Mike Huckabee has made obesity awareness one of his pet 
issues having lost over 100 pounds himself. However, as is 
typical of most fanatics having come to a realization or a 
cause a little later in the game than most, it is not enough 
for them to keep what they have learned to themselves. 
Now with such new found knowledge, they are out to 
impose their new way of life to such an extent that they are 
willing to appeal to the mechanisms of the state in order to 
enforce their vision of reality. 

As part of an initiative to combat childhood obesity, as 
Governor of Arkansas, Huckabee implemented directives 
where each public school student in that state would have 
their weight cataloged by operatives of the educational 
system. From this assessment, a document similar to a 
report card would be generated and sent out at about the 
same time as the more traditional scholastic evaluation. 

Those with their perceptions mired in what to them 
seemed more carefree times might respond, “What’s the big 
deal?” Perhaps they should stop and reflect for a moment. 

As in the case of grades and such, once the state tabulates 
an individual’s weight, it will become part of their 
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permanent file and be used to track them for the rest of their 
lives. And don’t go around thinking the number will simply 
remain just another harmless statistic tossed into a file 
folder with no additional reference made to it. 

In a FoxNews.com story posted 6/13/04 titled “Students 
To Be Graded On Weight’, the health coordinator is quoted 
as saying, “We’re going to know how many are overweight, 
how many are underweight, how many are normal weight.” 
It’s bad enough for the government to have such 
information in its possession, but it gets even worse when it 
serves as the basis for the implementation of concrete 
policies. 

According to an article titled “Arkansas’ Battle Against 
Childhood Obesity Enters Its Second Year” posted on the 
website of the University Of Arkansas For Medical 
Sciences, at schools with a disproportionate number of 
obese students, “The incentives offered to students in some 
areas have changed from pizza or ice cream to yogurt 
parties or other more healthy food choices.” 

Now what kid in their right mind is going to bust their 
hump for yogurt and carrot sticks? If that is all they have to 
look forward to, they might as well drag their feet and 
remain mired in mediocrity. 

However, if readers still think this will be the only 
impact, they are still not waking up to the complete picture. 
For often with these kinds of government programs, using a 
carrot (an appropriate snack choice under the regimen of the 
food fascists) and stick approach, once the carrot has been 
dangled for a while, the stick is eventually brought out to 
whack those with a more independent streak. The director 
of the Arkansas Center For Health Improvement said, “We 
need schools, parents, and communities across the state to 
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get onboard and become active in this effort that will make 
a profound difference in our children’s lives.” 

These health officials might have say in how schools 
respond and even communities if once sees such social 
conglomerations as essentially under government control 
rather than as the organic dynamic relationships that 
develop uncoerced from the interaction of free people. But 
what if parents decide not to cooperate? One need only 
look at the last three words of the director’s statement to get 
a glimpse of where things are headed. 

Unless he is referring to his own offspring when he says 
“our children’s lives” that statement is very revealing as to 
what this higher mid-level functionary is thinking. The 
state, ladies and gentlemen, according to this worldview, 
holds ultimate title to your progeny. You are merely a hired 
hand granted the privilege of overseeing them for a few 
years --- the number continuing to decrease as proponents 
of universal preschool and the like continue to make 
headway --- but who must ultimately raise them in accord 
with the will of the lord of the manor. 

To those thinking they are so sophisticated in their 
moderation, don’t go dismissing with the flick of a wrist 
and the crinkling of a nose what I have to say. In this day 
and age, especially in certain Republican circles, you can 
pretty much get what you want by dressing it up in the 
name of national security or the war on terrorism. 

That is exactly what Mike Huckabee has done. In 
comments before the Southern Governor’s Association 
regarding what he perceives as an obesity epidemic, 
Huckabee said, “You’ve got a serious situation with a 
generation of kids coming up so unhealthy they won’t be 
able to pass the military physical. We keep talking about 
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the war on terror --- who’s going to fight it if we don’t have 
enough people who are healthy enough to show up and pick 
up a backpack?” 

Thus, it has finally been revealed why many government 
officials are feigning concern about the expanding 
waistlines of many Americans. They might initially start 
off claiming their efforts are for the purposes of increasing 
the expectancy and quality of life. But ultimately it is about 
nothing more than getting you healthy enough to die or toil 
for the glory of the Fatherland (or maybe rather 
“Homeland” as the aspiring totalitarians among us prefer to 
call it nowadays so much so that even Smallville producers 
are so frightened that they won’t speak the word preferring 
to call the agency “the Department of Domestic Security”). 

Huckabee’s comments also reveal the kind of double 
standard being propagated by the ruling elites. According 
to Huckabee, the primary reason Americans must be 
compelled towards physical fitness is so that we might be 
able to fulfill our obligation of national service. However, 
it is quite obvious he exempts his own family from these 
expectations. 

Normally, a person’s weight is the last thing I criticize as 
at about the age of 9 or 10 on a visit to the doctor’s office 
for an unrelated matter I was handed a diet plan with a rear- 
end of a hippopotamus splashed across it and even in 
Christian schools the vilest of taunts were often reserved for 
the overweight students. However, a man with a son the 
size of one of the Huckabee offspring (and the other two 
children don’t look like they have skipped many meals 
either) ought to be among the last to insinuate you are an 
unfit parent if your progeny happens to be bigger than 
Nicole Richie. 
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On the Drudge Report around 12/19/07 was featured a 
portrait of the Huckabee household. Standing behind his 
parents was a young man, it would not be an exaggeration 
to say, who was nearly as wide as his two parents put 
together. 

Now, in this land of the free and the home of the brave, if 
the Huckabee spawn wants to be that big, that is his 
prerogative and most of the time, most of us should keep 
our mouths shut about it. However, I am not the 
presidential contender assailing the patriotism of those 
whose waistlines exceed the guidelines established by those 
implementing the New World Order. 

But you see, it is not an obligation of those in the 
governing class such as the Huckabees to be ready at a 
moments notice to answer the call of the nation. Rather, 
that responsibility falls to you, ladies and gentleman, to 
hand over the lives of your children to sacrifice in wars the 
elites never intend to send their own children off into. 

The Huckabee son is allowed to expand until his heart’s 
content or it bursts. Never will he have to face the 
embarrassment of being weighed in front of his classmates 
or his parents receive in the mail threatening letters on how 
this information was forwarded to government authorities. 

During the Christmas season, the media about had a 
coronary attempting to determine whether the intersecting 
boards of a bookshelf where a subliminal attempt to 
interject the cross into the campaign. Too bad they have not 
been as concerned about a plan that could potentially curtail 
basic liberties and bring yet another level of surveillance 
into the lives of the American people if applied at a national 
level. 
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World Missions Invoked As Excuse For 
Ecclesiastical Socialism 


During the 1980’s, Phil Donahue use to get on his show 
and wring his hands about how guilty he felt for being an 
American while much of the world languished in poverty 
and despair. While Donahue was noted for being an 
avowed secularist, similar tactics are often invoked in 
churches across the United States in order to manipulate 
good natured parishioners into forking over their incomes in 
what amounts to a shameless redistribution of income that 
would make many IRS agents blush. 

The pastor of Arlington Baptist Church in Baltimore, 
Maryland spoke on the July 8, 2007 broadcast of the 
congregation’s Sunday morning service about his missions 
trip to the Ivory Coast in Africa. And now possessed of the 
irritating fervor characterizing those just having given up 
what they now consider to be vices such as cigarettes, 
booze, or even fattening foods, the pastor of this particular 
congregation is now bent on condemning the American way 
of life in light of that endured by the Africans he met while 
on his expedition to the Dark Continent. 

It is one thing to compare how much we as Americans 
have to be grateful for in comparison to those living in 
abject squalor. However, the homily goes too far and 
reveals less than altruistic motives when it goes beyond the 
purpose of making such observations into condemning 
Americans for things that are not sins in themselves and for 
matters over which those hearing the message bear little 
direct personal responsibility. 

From the pastor’s remarks, one comes away with the 
impression that, if one owns more than one pair of shoes or 


169 


happens to subscribe to Direct TV, one is somehow the 
culprit behind Third World disease or malnutrition. 
According to the pastor, Americans enjoying such niceties 
need to be rebuked, in large part, for failing to submit to 
what would amount to a massive income redistribution 
where we would be the ones ending up with a diminished 
standard of living. And its doubtful the Africans would be 
much better off either since such programs, though more 
efficient than when the government steals from you under 
threat of violence or incarceration through the tax code, still 
have considerable overhead. 

Some will respond, well it’s good to speak out against 
excess. Maybe so if one is railing against the golden 
thrones such as the name it claim crowd sit upon on the 
TBN soundstage. 

But what is being condemned from this particular pulpit 
in question is not any kind of blatant debauchery. Coming 
dangerously close to the Al Gore and Evangelicals Against 
Climate Change perspective, this pastor --- a Bob Jones 
graduate --- shows the extent to which collectivism has 
infiltrated what was once considered the impenetrable 
bulwark of Christian Fundamentalism when he derides 
those claiming they need three automobiles in case 
something happens to the other vehicles. 

That may sound like a ostentatious number. Yet when 
you think about it, it really isn’t especially if --- unlike 
many among professional religionists --- you keep your cars 
decades on end until they wear out. So technically, for a 
married couple, three cars is simply one spare if the 
husband drives one to work and the wife drives hers to 
wherever she goes during the day either to work or the kids 
to school or to the supermarket as part of her duties as a 
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domestic engineer and child rearing specialist inside the 
home. Press some of the more strident Fundamentalists on 
the issue and they’d probably come out saying women 
shouldn’t be allowed to drive at all as an increasing number 
at the fringes of the homeschool movement will tell you 
young women should be discouraged from attending 
college. 

Back to the issue at hand, if this pastor is going to sit in 
judgment on an issue no where delineated in the pages of 
Holy Writ and attempt to lay a guilt trip on the congregation 
as to how many cars they might own, is the pastor going to 
provide an ironclad guarantee of refunding tithe money 
should the one family car breakdown or that the church will 
provide a ride to work? Unlike the rest of us, the pastor 
only has to get to work on time one day a week. 

In most centralized economic systems where priorities 
are not spontaneously ordered through the complex 
interplay of self-interest on a variety of levels but rather as 
the result of edicts handed down from on high, those at the 
top do not adhere to the standards they seek to impose upon 
the rest of us. As such, one must ask does this minister and 
the church he pastors adhere to the levels of asceticism he 
expects from those sitting under his preaching? 

If a fuss is going to be made as to how many cars the 
average Christian owns, why doesn’t the pastor put it on the 
line and tell those in the listening audience just how many 
automobiles he owns. Normally, I’d say such information 
isn’t anyone’s business, but I am not the one making the 
issue a measure as to the sincerity of one’s Christian walk. 

In his sermon, the Arlington Baptist pastor bemoans the 
wages of his missionary counterpart totaling to about $4.00 
per day as if it is somehow wrong for the average American 
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to have higher wages because of the destitute conditions 
prevailing in other parts of the world. However, like most 
other institutional mouthpieces lamenting such alleged 
excess, austerity is not something to be expected from 
himself or the bureaucracy that he oversees. 

Such is not an accusation without foundation. For the 
pastor’s own comments betray a lifestyle above that of the 
average American Christian he is so eager to heap 
condemnation upon. 

For example, in his exposition, the pastor mentions it 
costing $50 to go out and eat. Frankly, I’ve never had a 
meal that I know of costing $50. So before he goes about 
ready to accuse me of crimes against humanity, he should 
be sure to put his money where his mouth is. 

And while the rest of us are supposed to feel ashamed 
that we have more than one set of clothes because the 
pastor’s missionary acquaintance had to borrow his own 
son’s sneakers, the pastor is himself pictured on the church 
website in at least two changes of apparel. Furthermore, 
since we are supposed to embrace a degree of austerity that 
make the Amish look like Hollywood moguls, aren’t 
photographs a frivolous luxury? 

For while one appears to be a headshot taken around the 
church, there is a much larger professionally-taken one of 
the pastor’s entire family that just happens to scream “Look 
at me. Aren’t I a bigshot?” Is there any reason why visitors 
to the website need to see him all posed with the wife and 
kids? The assistant pastor’s family isn’t depicted in such a 
manner. 

Furthermore, if as the pastor recommends, we are 
obligated to cancel our subscriptions to ESPN and satellite 
TV, shouldn’t the money going for his family’s photoshoot 
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have gone to African missions instead? Or is this one 
preacher so vital to the cause of Christ that it is worth a few 
African children starving to death just so the world can see 
just how adorable his are? 

Don’t be the one to shoot me (or spear me through if we 
are to hoist the African way of life as inherently more 
spiritual than the ways of the West) for pointing this out. 
For am I not only being a good little pew warmer and 
applying the pastor’s own words? 

For that matter, what does a church need with such an 
ornate website and radio ministry anyway? In the pastor’s 
remarks, it is pointed out that most churches in Africa don’t 
even have their buildings. So I doubt they have websites or 
radio broadcasts either. 

When most pastors get back from their ecclesiastical 
safaris, one often gets the impression that their goal was not 
so much about elevating the plight of Africans but rather 
about having something to bash Americans over the head 
about. As with their environmentalist counterparts, too 
many in the Evangelical missions movement, while holding 
those living in these foreign lands in higher esteem than in 
previous centuries, one still gets the impression that 
Africans are still regarded more as adorable pets than as 
mental equals. 

For if Africans are to be viewed on par with those of us 
living in the West, why does a monoglot English-speaking 
pastor think a largely French-speaking audience will want 
to sit around and listen to him? Wouldn’t it be a better use 
of resources to send clergy that already know how to speak 
the local language? 

Upon their return to the United States, the image most 
short term missionaries paint of Third World populations is 
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something akin to Rousseau’s noble savage existing in an 
almost sinless state unsullied by the evils characterizing the 
so-called civilized world. While such an outlook might 
assuage White guilt, it is largely an un-Biblical position. 

For despite the vast differences between cultures 
enjoying twenty-first century standards of living and those 
still several centuries behind, human nature is quite similar 
within an established continuum the world over. Just as 
much evil lurks within the heart of the primitive as the rest 
of us. One African person I know of can quote scripture 
one minute and then the foulest dialog the next. 

When asked by one African (with an outstretched hand) 
why Americans did not send more missionary support, the 
pastor responded because of our greed. But why is this 
destitution the fault of the average American Christian? 

Shouldn’t Africans bear some of the responsibility 
themselves and don’t their own forms of greed impact the 
situation they find themselves in? For example, in some 
parts of Africa, polygamy is still practiced. 

Can’t one argue that is also a form of greed? So in 
stressing the need for African missions, why is there the 
need to snuggle up with anti-American liberalism with its 
incessant tendency to bash our way of life? 

Wouldn’t you be more successful by appealing to the 
inherent tendency of most Americans to want to make the 
world a better place by exposing the backwardness and 
degraded practices of most foreign cultures and the need to 
emancipate the individual from such conditions? That is of 
course unless the purpose is not to set the individual free 
but rather to further bind all the people around the world 
with tighter chains of authority regarding issues over which 
God intended no priest, pastor, or potentate to exercise 
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power. 

In his exposition, the pastor of Arlington Baptist used as 
an illustration the plight of a pastor there with six children 
and his struggle to raise them due to a lack of support. For 
starters, if one is going to sire that many children, it is 
questionable whether they should be on the mission field in 
the first place. 

Of course, to most possessed of this kind of zeal, normal 
domestic life is not glamorous enough. This attitude itself 
points to perhaps one of Evangelicalism’s little talked about 
shortcomings. That is namely the greed of many 
missionaries who don’t seem to mind continuing to pester 
you with their own outstretched hands in the form of direct 
mail fundraising letters even if they no longer consider you 
a friend worthy of human contact beyond a standardized 
financial solicitation. 

Secondly, if one finds oneself living in such dire poverty, 
isn’t it a bit selfish to go out and have that many kids? 
Some will stand their aghast with their jaws dropped saying 
why that means using birth control. 

Not necessarily if what you mean by that term is assorted 
chemicals and what not. However, it might mean birth 
control if what you mean by birth control is a little self 
control if one finds oneself in a situation where you as a 
parent cannot secure a reasonable standard of living for 
one’s offspring. 

In such circumstances, one should refrain from those 
activities where one could potentially bring new life into the 
world. No one is going to get shot if you don’t fire or 
unholster your weapon. 

Those even more ostentatious about their piety will 
respond, “But such an attitude is not relying upon God to 
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provide.” However, from II Thessalonians 3:10 we learn 
that in the context of the parent/child relationship God 
provides by expecting us to provide for our own. 

From the tone often taken in the sermons emanating from 
the pulpit of Arlington Baptist Church, one gets the 
impression that it might not be as much about serving God 
as about surrendering to the hierarchy of the church 
institutional. For example, in this sermon as well as others 
at one time available on the Arlington Baptist website, the 
pastor condemns and chastises parents reluctant to hand 
their children over for fulltime missionary service, claiming 
that to exhibit any kind of hesitation or sadness is “standing 
in the way of God’s will”. 

While God’s will should always be sought after, if the 
young adult in question has grown up in a Fundamentalist 
or conservative Evangelical milieu, one really has to stop 
and question if such a decision is really the call of God on 
their lives or merely a desire to live up to the expectations 
pounded into their heads morning, noon and night. Often in 
Christian day school and church Sunday school, one is 
presented with the message that any other career choice 
other than fulltime missionary work is giving God your 
second best. 

If parents are to keep their mouths shut as to whether or 
not their children go to the mission field, how much more 
so the pastor should keep quiet as to this decision? At least 
the parents have a vested emotional and financial interest in 
the ultimate well being of their children. The pastor is just 
another credentialed professional who ought to have no 
more say in their lives in areas not definitively spelled out 
in the pages of divine revelation than a doctor, lawyer, or 
Indian chief. 
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Though one can say without equivocation that the pastor 
of this prominent church would never engage in acts of 
violence, one cannot help but almost detect seeds of an 
“unbalanced zealousness” (fanaticism perhaps being too 
strong and unfair of a word) removed only by a matter of 
degrees from that exhibited by the cultic adversaries of the 
Christian faith. For while this pastor would not bomb nor 
stone those he disagreed with, one unfortunately finds the 
shared tendency between these diametrically opposed 
religious viewpoints to disdain the liberty that would allow 
the individual to decide for themselves matters not clearly 
settled between the pages of divine revelation and any 
wholesome pleasure that might be enjoyed between the 
miseries that plague this life. 


Phelps' Cult Veers Into Further Irrationality 


To those of us whose vocations consist largely of 
commenting on the momentous trends and events going on 
all around us, it can be easy to fall for the delusion that 
ultimately the world itself orbits those of us observing it. 

Fred Phelps of the Westboro Baptist Church has gained 
for himself and his congregation a degree of notoriety for 
his insistence that "God Hates Fags". 

One can at least argue with this proposition as either 
incorrect or for at least failing to remember the distinction 
of God hating the sin but loving the sinner. However, it is 
from this oratorical peak that Phelps descends into 
rhetorical irrationality. 

Phelps skyrocketed to national infamy when he started 
showing up at funerals of U.S. military personnel having 
given their lives for their country in Iraq or Afghanistan. 
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Instead of respecting this sacrifice irrespective of whether 
or not one agrees with an interventionist approach to the 
war on terror, the Phelpsians show up at what should be the 
most solemn of moments and basically rub it in the noses of 
grieving families that their fallen loved ones got what they 
deserved for serving in the government of a nation under 
the judgment of God for applauding outright immorality. 

The outrage does not stop there. Though mocking the 
honored dead in this fashion grates upon the patriotic 
sensibilities of all good Americans, military families are for 
the most part an admirably stoic lot and able to take the 
ingratitude of certain elements in stride. 

However, even this level of disgust is not low or self- 
absorbed enough for the Phelpsians. 

On April 5, 2008, two teens were killed in a car accident 
late at night in Finksburg, Maryland. Most upon hearing of 
a tragedy such as this would attribute the occurrence to 
some kind of driver error, vehicular malfunction, roadway 
mishap, or environmental conditions. However, to the 
members of the Phelps cult, the lives of these young people 
were cut short because of God's judgment against the State 
of Maryland for defying the will of Westboro Baptist 
Church. 

For you see, a jury in the state awarded a $5 million 
judgment to the father of a soldier whose funeral the 
Phelpsians had protested. According to a press account 
mentioned in a 4/8/08 Carroll County Times story titled 
"Church Plans Teen Funeral Protests", the sect believes God 
now hates Maryland and all tragedies befalling residents of 
the state can be traced back to this particular ruling. 

Doesn't such a claim border on idolatry for at least two 
reasons? 
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Firstly, doesn't only God know why He allows certain 
tragedies such as teens having their lives cut short before 
they have really begun to live them? 

Secondly, isn't it the epitome of arrogance to think you 
are so important that God is going to smite an entire state 
just because its judiciary ticked you off? 

The congregation of Westboro might claim to be Baptist, 
but my friends, any Fundamentalist worthy of the name 
cannot speak to the specificity of God's will to that degree. 
For the good Fundamentalist sticks to those things revealed 
in His word or deducible from it and hesitant to act on those 
things they think God is whispering in the ear that cannot be 
backed up. 

Thirdly, one of the saddest facts of living in a fallen 
world is that, sooner or later, suffering and death will touch 
every single one of us. One doesn't have to be Robert 
Schuller to appreciate the adage that those living in glass 
houses shouldn't hurl stones. 

Thus the Phelpsians should think long and hard before 
one of life's inevitable tragedies comes knocking at their 
door, and someone will rub the noses of this sect in the 
misfortune happening to fall upon them. 
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